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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The goal of Task 3 of the Toxicologic' Review and Dose Reconstruction Project is to describe the
history of operations at the facility as it might relate to off-site exposures. Task 4 activities support
the characterization of emission points for releases to the environment. Tasks 3 and 4 involved
extensive investigations to address project needs for information describing past operatlons of the
‘Rocky Flats Plant. The specific objectives of Tasks 3 and 4 are:

. Document the history of the Rocky Flats Plant relevant to off-site releases.

.« Describe the historical uses of the materials of concern. _

. Further evaluate the potential for release of the materials of concern selected as a
result of Task 1 and 2 activities.

. Identify release points for the materials of concern from routine and non-

routine (accidental) operations.

This Task 3 and 4 report is divided into the following sections:

Section 1.0 - Introduction to Task 3 and 4 activities.

Section 2.0 - Description of the investigative process used.

Section 3.0 - A general history of routine plant operations.

Section 4.0 - Historical use profiles of the materials of concern.

Section 5.0 - Historical release points of the materials of concern.

Section 6.0 - Historical non-routine (accidental) operations.

Section 7.0 - Summary and conclusions.

Appendices - Interview process (interviewees, questions and preparation).
An index to locate'topics of interest which are discussed in the report and a glossary of terminology
are provided following Section 7.0. A draft version of the Task 3 and 4 Historical Operations and
Release Points Report was reviewed by the Health Advisory Panel, regulatory agencies, plant
employees and retirees, and members of the public. Comments received as a result of these reviews
resulted in revisions that have been included in this report.
Extensive reviews of information repositories located both on and off the plant site have
demonstrated that the mission of the Rocky Flats Plant has remained essentially unchanged since its
initial operation until the shutdown of plutonium operations in 1990. Although the plant has grown
in physical size, the nature of the processes and the general types of materials used in these processes

have remained largely the same since the 1950s. However, environmental health and safety practices
have changed to meet new regulatory requirements. The historical investigation did not identify any
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additional materials of concern beyond those selected in Task 2.

Environmental monitoring was instituted prior to plant construction and has continued on an ongoing
basis since initial plant operation. The initial plant designs included effluent filtering and treatment
systems and surface water retention ponds to control radionuclide releases. The records clearly
indicate a recognition of the need to control and limit radionuclide releases since the beginning of
plant operations, driven by a combination of economic, national security, and health concerns. The
extensive reviews failed to identify any historical evidence of undocumented or unmonitored routine
airborne releases of radionuclides from the plant to the off-site environment, and this was also
generally true for waterborne releases with a few exceptions. In contrast to the extensive monitoring
program conducted for alrbome releases, the plant typically monitored only known release points of
liquid effluents.

Some materials were included on the initial Task 2 list of materials of concern because no information
was immediately available concerning the nature of their use and associated potentials for release:
Even after the extensive searches and interviews performed as part of this Task 3 and:4 effort, uses
of four materials at the plant could not be documented. These materials are benzidine, ethylene oxide;: -
propylene oxide, and 1,3-butadiene. Documentation of the uses and potentials for release of nine
other materials of concern indicates that they do not warrant further quantitative. evaluation of
potential off-site exposures. These materials are benzene, formaldehyde, hydrazine, nitric acid, and:
compounds of cadmium, chromium, lead, and nickel. The twelve remaining materials of concern,
which include seven chemicals and five radioactive elements and their isotopes, will be the subject of
the project Task 5 source term development process based on knowledge of their historical uses and
routine and accident-related emission sources.

-Airborne emission points for each material of concern are described in this report. Surface water
emissions have been associated primarily with releases from the terminal surface water retention
ponds on the plant site, which have received some plant effluents as well as site runoff. Releases of
contaminants to the groundwater may have resulted from seepage from retention or evaporation
ponds and from various waste disposal activities or spills.

Review of historical accidents and incidents at the plant site led to the identification of voluminous
amounts of information documenting numerous small fires, spills, injuries, and incidents leading to
property damage. However, none of the documentation indicated the occurrence of any previously
unreported major events potentially impacting the off-site public. Major events of potential interest
are those that were studied and publicized following the May 11, 1969 fire in Rocky Flats Buildings
776 and 777, namely the 1957 fire in Building 771 and the resuspension of plutonium contaminated
soil from the 903 pad.
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- 1.0° INTRODUCTION'

The U.S. Atomic Energy Commission announced its decision on March 23rd of 1951 to build the
Rocky Flats plant (Buffer, 1991). The plant was built to increase the quantity and quality of the
nation's nuclear arsenal, and has played an important role in the U.S. nuclear weapons complex in the
years that have followed. Early plant operations were for the most part kept behind a "cloak of
secrecy", with the main off-site, concein _being centered around two fire incidents in 1957 and 1969

that received public attention; an 1nadvertent release of | tr1t1um to surface watersin 1973, anda waste “v.. ¢ 0 e

' storage practlce that restlted in the spread of contam1nat10n to nearby soil durmg the late.fifties.and
 sixties. After the 1969 fire, the public learned for the ﬁrst time that plutonium had. ‘been released
routinely.: and accidently from, the plant In.1984, the site was proposed to be a Superfund site, and
in 1989, it was 1ncluded on the Nat1onal Pnor1t1es List for cleanup of environmental contamination.

. Public concern came to a high point in June_.of 1989 when approximately 100 FBI and EPA agents
raided the plant seeking documentation of alleged criminal acts and mismanagement. The Department
of Energy subsequently suspended plutonium processing to review and upgrade the plant's safety
systems. Following the raid, Colorado's Governor Roy Romer negotiated with Energy Secretary
Admiral James Watkins to secure funding for closer scrutiny of the plant's activities by the State to
reassure concerned citizens and for health studies to address the public fears of potential health
effects.

In June of 1989, an Agreement in Principle was signed by Governor Romer and Secretary Watkins
which included DOE funding for increased environmental surveillance and oversight, remediation,
emergency preparedness measures, accelerated cleanup in areas of imminent threat, and health
studies. Phase I of the health studies is now underway in the form of the Toxicologic Review and
' Dose Reconstruction study being conducted by ChemRisk for the Colorado Department of Health.

1.1 The Rocky Flats Toxicologic Review and Dose Reconstruction Project

The primary purpose of this project is to reconstruct doses of the materials of concern received by
off-site individuals as a result of past Rocky Flats Plant operations. Two points should be emphasized
regarding the project scope. First, this project is designed to address exposures from historical
operation, not to estimate doses from present and future operations or anticipate future exposure
potentials. Secondly, this project is concerned with doses to individuals off the plant site, as opposed
to occupational exposures to plant workers. Information pertaining to work-place exposures or
* control devices will in general only be considered if it is also relevant to prediction of off-site releases
or exposures. The period of interest for this study begins in April, 1952, when "operations began on
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regular production materials" (Buffer, 1991), and covers the 453 months of plant activities through
" calendar year 1989.

The Toxicologic Review and Dose Reconstruction Project is broken into the twelve tasks depicted
in Figure 1-1. The first several tasks center around what was thought to be the most important
contribution that the project could make to further understanding of the potential health impacts of
the Rocky Flats Plant, that being a more:comprehensive look at all the materials and amounts of
o materlals which have been used at the plant smce 1952 Co -

o FERCIREPEPPR RS

. e - e
PR S

Identlfy Chemlcals & Radmnuchdes Used
Select Materials: of Concern .
Reconstruct History of Operat|ons

Identify Release’ Points

Estimate Source Terms

Select and Model Exposure Pathways
Characterize Land Uses and Demographlcs
Perform Dose Assessment

Prepare Computerized Database

10. Prepare Annotated Bibliography

11. Assemble Information Repository

12. Provide for Sclentlf ic Over5|ght and Public
Involvement

_«:oo'qm_m.hwwa~

FIGURE 1-1: TASKS OF THE ROCKY FLATS TOXICOLOGIC REVIEW
AND DOSE RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT

Task 1 involved identification of the chemicals and radionuclides that have been used on the Rocky
Flats site. Unlike some similar dose reconstruction studies which have been undertaken for federal
nuclear facilities, this project is concerned with not only radionuclide emissions, but also releases of
hazardous chemicals and mixed wastes that are both radioactive and chemically hazardous. To
identify the materials used on the site, the ChemRisk team first reviewed radioactive source registries
and inventories and chemical inventories produced by the plant staff. The chemical inventories
included thousands of chemicals present in very small quantities and some chemicals used in very
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large quantities. Examples range from 4 milliliters of vinyl chloride kept in a laboratory refrigerator
to over 400,000 pounds of nitric acid used at the plant each year. Classified and unclassified records
were also reviewed for evidence of other materials used on the Rocky Flats site. The result of Task
1 was a list of over 8000 materials used on the Rocky Flats site (ChemRisk, 1991a).

The objective of Task 2 was to:select the chemicals and radionuclides that were most likely to have .

posed an off-site human health-hazard under historical routine plant operations. Radionuclides that'

have been included as materials-of concern are all those which were handled in substantial quant1ty, .
were associated with productlon activities, were found in forms that are likely to be released, or were ¢

~ foundtobe present in plant efﬂuents or in-the environment. With the exception of tritium, monltormg oo
. data are consistent with the release of only. the main production radionuclides from the facility. .

Tritium is included as a material of concern primarily because of a well- publlclzed mmdent in the early

1970s involving off:site:rélease of tritium. - el T

For chemicals, a three-stage screening process was developed to narrow down the list of potential..- - .-

materials of concern. In the first stage, 629 compounds were identified for further, more refined
screening as potential materials of concern based on their known toxicologic properties, Rocky Flats
release histories, or reported inventory quantities. A second stage of screening was performed to
roughly estimate if the quantity of a chemical on-site was sufficient to pose an off-site health hazard.
Forty-six potential chemicals of concern emerged from Stage 2 Screening. In the final stage of
screening, these chemicals were individually evaluated to determine the likelihood of their release and
potential quantity of release based on actual storage and usage practices, likely routes of release, and
known behavior in the environment.

Using both qualitative and quantitative screening criteria, and taking into account preliminary
knowledge of actual storage and usage practices, it was believed that the materials of concern in
Table 1-1 could have potentially been associated with off-site impact from normal operations of the
Rocky Flats Plant (ChemRisk, 1991b). The list of materials of concern has not been cast in stone.
As the project continues, any newly identified compounds will be evaluated for possible addition to
the list of materials of concern. . The grouping of the materials of concern in Table 1-1 as Solvents,
Metals, or "Others" reflects some knowledge about the most commonly encountered forms of some
of the materials, but should not be taken to indicate any assumptions that will be made by the project
team in investigating material uses. For example, although chromium is a metal, it will be evaluated
in all elemental or metallic forms encountered at Rocky Flats, including salts, ionic solutions, and any
other forms revealed during records reviews or interviews.

Pesticides and herbicides have also been used on the site. These materials are not unique to the plant.
and are not directly related to production processes at the facility. However, the historical presence
of these compounds in holding ponds on the site has been the subject of public concern. For this
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reason, pesticides and herbicides were retained asa group of compounds to be further addressed in
this study, but not as materials of concern.

TABLE 1-1: MATERIALS OF CONCERN AS SELECTED IN TASK 2

SOLVENTS. '« =i . METALS |  .OTHERS .} . -
_ ‘Benzeneﬂ . Americiumf24él L ‘ZI.B‘ehzi‘dinél A
.| Carbon Tetrachlorids. . - Berylium " 13-Bitadiene .| {71
¢ ';f'v‘ChIoroform coe 0 Cadmium: I Ethylene OXIdef""'~ '
.’.‘Methylene Chlonde L Chromium . Formaldehydef'
Tetrachloroethylene - Lead H_ydrazme‘:
1,1',1-Trich|oroethaﬁe ' Mercury o ‘ Nitric Acid.
Trichloroethylene Nickel : Propylene Oxide
Plutonlum-238 239,240,241 242 - Tritium
_ Thorium-232 ,
( | Uranium-233, 234, 235, and 238

Concurrent with the work on identifying materials used on the Rocky Flats site, efforts were
underway on Task 3 activities to recreate the history of operations at the facility as it might relate to
off-site exposures and on Task 4 activities to characterize the emission points for associated releases
to the environment (ChemRisk, 1990). Tasks 3 and 4 of the Rocky Flats Toxicologic Review and
Dose Reconstruction Project involved extensive historical investigations to address project needs for
information describing past operations of the Rocky Flats Plant. The objectives of the historical
investigation are to:

Document the basic history of the Rocky Flats facility, outlining its physical
development and its historical mission,
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Document the nature of historical uses of the materials of concern that were identified
in Project Task 2,

Identify any significant historical material uses not evaluated as part of the Task 2
selection of materials of concern,

-+ . Identify potential points of significant release of materials of concern to. the .air,
: ssurface water, or soil, : o _ RN

- To support work to be performed in PI‘O_]eCt Tasks 5 and 6 by charactenzmg the
 potential for. the existence of significant uncontrolled radionuclide emissions from: .. . .
:.normal operations in the past.that may have gone undetected by effluent monitoring :

systems, and to : ‘

S

- Identify any -accidents, incidents, or waste disposal practices that resulted- in
contaminant releases with significant potential for off-site transport, also for use in
Tasks S and 6.

The investigations consisted of an-extensive campaign of document reviews and interviews targeting
active and retired Rocky Flats employees, local citizens, and other interested parties. The major
outcomes of this investigation are an understanding of the historical uses of the materials of concern,
identification of accidents which warrant detailed evaluation, and documentation of the nature of
associated emission points. This report summarizes the results of these Task 3 and 4 investigations.

1.2 Documentation of Rocky F 1ats Historyv

The Task 3 and 4 historical investigation is not intended to be a complete history of the Rocky Flats

Plant, but rather a documentation of historical plant operations and the identification of release points
for chemicals and radionuclides which may have been released to off-site areas. Task 5 activities are
aimed at developing estimates of source terms (release quantities) for the materials of concern using

the historical information obtained as a result of Task 3 and 4 activities. Relevant exposure pathways

for the materials of concern will be selected in Task 6. In addition, the source term estimates from

Task 5 will be used to model the transport of the materials of concern to off-site locations in Task

6. '

The ChemRisk investigation of Rocky Flats history can be conceptually divided into the areas shown
in Figure 1-2. The investigative process that was designed to address these key aspects of Rocky
F lats history is described in detail in Section 2 of this report.
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Site Plant
Development | Processes

Accidents G NIENAEE Uses of
- ‘ Materials

'ROCKY FLATS
" HISTORY

Waste Release
Disposal . Points

Effluent
Monitoring

FIGURE 1-2: ELEMENTS OF THE ROCKY FLATS HISTORICAL INVESTIGATION

Site development details were gathered from many varied records, from personnel interviews, and
from inspection of aerial photographs. The general history of the development of the Rocky Flats
Plant and the evolution of the facilities and processes used at the site to support fulfillment of the
" mission of the plant are described in Section 3.

Current-day plant processes are described in recent unclassified reports prepared for each building
to characterize airborne emissions and waste streams. These reports provide a level of detail
generally adequate to support a preliminary understanding of uses of key materials. The big challenge
has been to go backwards in time and describe how processes -and facilities have changed over the
years as material substitutions were made and better technology became available.

Uses of the materials of concern were first characterized based on the air emission and waste-stream
reports mentioned above, chemical use inventories, and other plant records. Interviews and
inspections were then used to add to the picture of how each material has been used. Historical
profiles of the uses of each material of concern are contained in Section 4.
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Materials were routinely released to the environment from Rocky Flats via numerous airborne release
points and several series of surface water ponds. Historical practices related to release of materials
to the environment are described in Section 5, as are treatment and monltormg practices that have
been applied to each release point. .

. There are records of numerous waste disposal sites within the Rocky Flats Plant boundary. While-

. most hazardous and radioactive wastes-are shipped off-site for disposal, there .remain about 178 . .
* inactive waste sites within the plant’boundaries, some of which have been.the sites of burial,
.+ iincineration, and’'land application. Chemical and radioactive contamination has spread to the ground: . -
- -water, has been released to soils; and has: resuspended to the air and to wider.areas of ground *

. .surfaces.: These disposal practices. have not necessarily resulted in off-site. exposures to’ members of ...

the public, but are bemg documented-and evaluated;as. part of:this prOJect

s

Accidents incidents occurrences, and "as-found condmons of many types have been documented
at Rocky Flats over the years. Details of the investigation of Rocky Flats accidents and incidents are -

contained in Section 6. Lists have been compiled of hundreds of accidents of widely varying
significance, ranging from cut fingers to major fires in 1957 and 1969. Information evaluated to-date
indicates that three major incidents warrant detailed evaluation as pait of this study. These three
incidents are the 1957 fire, the 1969 fire, and the 903 pad release. In evaluating the effects of releases
associated with the identified accidents, consideration is not being limited to the selected Materials
of Concern. All identified constituents of the releases will be evaluated as part of the Task 5 source
term assessment process

- The Draft Task 3 and 4 Report was reviewed by the Health Advisory Panel, members of the public,

regulatory agencies such as CDH and EPA, and by several plant historians for accuracy. These
comments were addressed and individual responses were sent to each person or organization. All
corrections and many of the suggestions for improvement made by the various reviewers were
incorporated into this final version of the report.

v
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2.0 DESCRIPTION OF THE INVESTIGATIVE PROCESS

To date, a general history of the Rocky Flats Plant has not been prepared by the Department of
Energy or the various plant contractors. ChemRisk was tasked to create a historical account of
facility development and operational processes and practices to support characterization of material
uses and estimation of associated emissions. The addition of this information to a general history of
the Rocky Flats Plant may be one of the most important contributions of the Toxicologic Review and
Dose Reconstruction Project, in that it will serve to further public understanding of historical

operations at the facility. ‘The historical knowledge of plant activities will also serve as the basis for

the source term (Task5), transport and pathway modeling (Task 6), and dose assessment (Task 8). .«
that will translate the historical investigation results into a realistic assessment of off-site- exposures

. ;.and shed hght on the’ potentlal for any public health impacts. . . . . . ... Lol

. \»-;,1\“4

CheriRisk has approached the characterlzatlon of Rocky Flats hlstory, and addressed the publlc'- o

perceptions of unreported activities leading to possible off-site hazards, through an extensive program
of document reviews and personnel interviews that is described in the following pages. It should be
noted that document databases were searched in the most efficient yet comprehensive manner
possible. For example, appropriate keywords were often defined during the data entry process and
were often different for each database. Therefore, searches were conducted using keywords which
most closely matched the subjects of interest for a particular database. In all cases keywords were
chosen that incorporated Rocky Flats Plant terminology to ensure that document lists would be as
complete as possible.

2.1 Review of Classified and Controlled Access Records

The project team for historical investigations included individuals with Department of Energy "Q"
clearances. Team members with Q clearances were given access to all areas of the plant, and were
not denied access to any information sources specifically requested for review. Locations of the
information sources on the Rocky Flats site that were most important for the historical investigations
are shown in Figure 2-1. Scarches were performed in the two centralized areas of the plant where
documents are officially stored, '

the Building 706 Technical Library and the Building 881 Archives. Through the interview process,
. team members were made aware of other useful documents that might not have made it into the 706
library or the 881 archives.

The library and archives hold an enormous amount of documentation, most of which is not of interest
to the Project. A large fraction of the records that were found were detailed production records,
research and development reports, and weapons stockpile analyses. Not
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INSERT FIGURE 2-1 HERE; ON-SITE INFORMATION SOURCES
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every document filed at Rocky Flats was read in its entirety, rather the repositories were
systematically searched using both directed and random techniques to optimize review of relevant
information within the time and budget available to this phase of the project.

2.1.1 The Building 706 Technical Library ‘
At the -Building 706 Technical Library, three individuals independently reviewed the 1200 page . .
classified document index in its entirety. Approximately 64,000 classified document entries were: .

. reviewed for possible relevance to the project. Each entry consists of a central keyword, other
- ‘associated keywords, and a document ID number. The index contains multiple listings for some. -
documents under various keywords, so there are less than 64,000 documents contained in the index. -
For the following keywords.from the printed index, the number of "hits" was specifically recorded
in investigation field notes to assist in identification of documents of possible relevance-to the project:

Material of Concern names accidents air pollution

fire X cleaning solvents ! ‘ compatibility
coolant corrosion . degreasing
elimination exposure filters

health physics ‘ incident liquid .

material balance : solvent . wastes

soils SN ‘ solidification ultrasonic cleaning

Theé most heavily documented keyword searched was "beryllium", which had 689 entries; the next
highest was "nickel", with 28 entries. Over a thousand entries were selected as being of potential
interest. Titles that appeared to be of use to project team members focusing on different aspects of
the investigation were identified for follow-up. In addition, thirty-three classified documents were
requested and read in detail while the library search was in progress. Many return trips to the
Building 706 Library were made throughout the duration of the historical investigation for
researching specific topics within and beyond the areas indicated by the keywords listed above.
Relevant information was extracted via note taking or requests for page copies. Notes were reviewed
by a classification officer prior to their removal from the site. -

Tﬁe Building 706 Technical Library also contains unclassified records. The unclassified report index

consists of six volumes of entries organized by subject categories. This index was independently
. reviewed for pertinent records by three membeérs of the project team.

2.1.2 The Building 881 Archives
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The Building 881 Archives contain written material and photographs sent from many areas of the

~ Rocky Flats Plant and include a wide variety of material, ranging from original hand written

notebooks, data sheets, memos, letters and rough draft reports to weekly, monthly, and yearly
progress reports, summaries of concerns and problems, formal reports, papers, complete
documentation of procedures, and reports on incidents and accidents. These records are stored much
the same way as they were sent to Building 881 - in cardboard boxes. The total number of boxes
stored in Building 881 is approximately 2,500. In some boxes the content is uniform and similar in

- nature; in others the material varies widely both in format and in subject matter. - ... . -

‘Eachbox in the Building 881 Archives has a "records storage receipt" inside and alsoin a file cabinet - - -
with. all:other records storage receipts. Each records storage receipt is essentially an‘index of the - - _
. .contents.of the associated box. In some cases this index.is accurate and complete. In other.cases, . ...... . .
. the index may not cover everything in the box. It appears that some box contents might have been

generated by employees cleaning their desks or files of written material, with little thought about how

this material might later be of interest to another person.

The boxes are assigned and identified by a letter and three digit number, such as "A137", and are
stored according to that designation. Words are extracted from the records storage receipts and used
as keywords in a secure computer system to facilitate keyword searches.

Based on knowledge of the general areas of interest within the historical investigation and plant

terminology, the following keywords were selected and used to identify boxes containing documents
of potential relevance to the project:

accident alpha . carbon tet chemistry or chemicals

chloroform compounds communications files concentration
contamination - fire 1969 fire health physics
HS&E lip N&FS industrial hygiene
nuclear safety PCE pipe organic compounds
pollution release review ' soil

summary traffic | waste : ' tetrachloroethylene
waste waste ops trichloroethylene

Keyword searches identified boxes containing records related to the indicated keywords.
Approximately 80 boxes were retrieved for inspection. Information of relevance to the project was
transferred to hand-written notes which were reviewed by a plant classification officer prior to leaving -
the plant site. Approximately 20 boxes surrounding the selected boxes on the shelves were also
retrieved and reviewed to add to the random aspect of the search process and to judge the
effectiveness of the keyword search process. No records of relevance to the project were found in
these randomly selected boxes. /
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2.1.3 Classified Safety Analysis Files

The Safety Analysis group maintains a file of classified documents to support conduct of safety
analyses of plant operations. The documentation includes information concerning accidents and
incidents that have occurred at the Rocky Flats facility. Documents within the associated files were
. reviewed in search of information pertaining to possible chemical or radionuclide emissions from the
- events. Five documents were reviewed in detail, of which two were determined to be relevant to the
project. These two documents deal with historical tritium releases from Rocky .Flats, and the
*: - information they contain will be included in Task 5 investigations of source'terms of the materials-of

Vo concem. . . - - . - oA . R

2.2 Unclassified Rocky Flats Information Sources -

Three unclassified repositories relevant to the project have been identified at Rocky Flats. They
include the Environmental Master File, Industrial Safety Office files, and Occurrence Management
Department records. Each of these information sources is described in the following sections.

2.2.1 The Environmental Master File

The Rocky Flats Environmental Master File (EMF) consists of two powered horizontal file machines,
located on-site in Trailer 130C. They are locked by key and combination, with a very limited number
of individuals having the key and combination. The primary file machine has sixteen 6-foot long
shelves. The second machine has nine 6-foot long shelves.

The EMF was originally set up around 1975, primarily to address the every-day reference and
administrative needs of the Environmental Management Group. It still. serves that purpose to some
extent today, but its primary use is for historical reference purposes. The documents contained in the
EMF include summary reports, memorandums generated at Rocky Flats, letter reports and studies,
copies of state and federal regulations, DOE reports, copies of documentation seized during the FBI's
investigation, sets of monthly and annual environmental reports; and many other miscellaneous
documents. No classified documents are kept here as the file 1s in an unsecured area and, generally,
environmental documents do not contain information regarding the design or manufacture of nuclear
weapons and therefore are not classified.

Most of the Rocky Flats documents on file in the EMF were generated in the 1970s and the first half
of the 1980s, although some documents go back as far as 1953 and some are dated as recently as
1990. '
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Arrangement of the EMF

When the EMF review began, it was reported that about 75% of the contents had been catalogued
and arranged according to a numbering system. Review of the file resulted in an estimate closer to
50%. The remainder was in no apparent order and uncataloged. Consequently, project team access
to the EMF was initially somewhat limited. However, since May of 1991, the EMF has been

undergoing a complete identification and organization of its contents, and electronic scanning and -

cataloging by technicians from Los Alamos. The work has.involved up to five people and associated

‘-.-;computer equipment. While the cataloging was taking place, EG&G personnel have on occasion.
.~ retrieved specified documents and have alerted the pI'O_]eCt team to.documents of potential interest. -

. The cataloging was subsequently completed

Because of the 1ncOmplete manner in whlch:- t-he EMF was originally cataloged, there is no way to
identify whether all of the documents which were once in the EMF are still present. However, it has
been noted that documents of significance were commonly distributed to several people at the time
-of their generation. Consequently, copies of important documents can usually be found elsewhere.
Many of the frequently-cited documents have also been found in the Legal/Env1ronmental Index
and/or at the Federal Records Center.

Searches Performed in the Card Catalog

Several searches were performed of the EMF and its card catalog during the time ChemRisk had free,
uninhibited access. An initial review of the entire card catalog was conducted to gain familiarity with
the various types of topic categories utilized. Then, specific topics were searched with the intent of
identifying key documents for the various tasks of the project. The topics and titles found
corroborate the report that the file was originally set up to serve as an administrative repository and
reference center.

The majority of the contents of the primary horizontal file machine were examined, along with the
entire contents of the second. The EMF contains an estimated 15,000 to 16,000 documents. The
number rises to over 20,000 if the associated Clean Water files, which were also reviewed, are
included (Helgerson, 1992). . The documentation reviewed has been of significant benefit to the
project in that it not only documents emissions, but also provides a perspective on many of the
environmental activities which have taken place at the plant. In general, most data at the EMF is-
summary data, consisting of annual and monthly environmental reports.

The following examples of EMF catalog toplcs were noted in investigation field notes to indicate the
content and structure of the file:
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Accidents . Carbon Tetrachloride
Air Contamination Construction
Air Pollution Contamination
Air Sampling Cattle
Air Monitoring Discharges
Americium . Ecology
Analysis o - .. Ecology Council
Beryllium - 'Effluent Information Systems
Beta =~ 7 7 7" Effluent Monitoring
s . -Biological Data ~ * " " - Effluent Release ' - :
va © Biological Effects . Effluent Reporting R

. .Biological Samples Effluents e
Broomfield . - Emergency Response Plan’
Burial Sites - .~ | Environmental Control

Emiss_ibns Data in the EMF .

In the review. of documents at the Federal Records Center, it was noted that environmental
monitoring at the plant has focused on certain portions of the plant; namely, those production
buildings in which radionuclides posing a recognized hazard were handled. The data in the EMF
- largely represent the same areas, but are somewhat more broadly encompassing; presumably due to
the changing environmental regulatory requirements which were taking place around the time of the
development of the EMF. The data in the EMF also differ in that they are summarized, as opposed
to the almost exclusive presence of raw data found in the Federal Records Center.
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Accident Information in the EMF

There are few documents pertaining to accidents in the EMF. The reasons for this are two-fold.
First, there is a repository on the plant site (the Occurrence Management Files) specifically established
for the purpose of maintaining accident records. Secondly, the accident information which is kept
at the EMF generally involves only those incidents which were thought at the time to have resulted
in offsite impact. A great majority of recorded incidents do not fall in this category.

Historical Information in the EMF . -+ |

.A few documents were found which provided an excellent history of some environmental issues on

the plant site. In-addition, bits and pieces of historical information were found in related
- documentation, such as‘internal memos and other correspondence. However, no summary documents
were found in the EMF that provide information on the operational history of the plant.

2.2.2 Industrial Safety Office Files

Industrial Safety records are made up of files documenting "Occurrences", "Supervisor Investigation
Reports", "Unplannéd Events", "Unusual Occurrence Reports", and "Internal Investigation Reports"
covering varying time periods between 1952 and 1989. For the major incidents, a committee was
typically formed to perform an investigation and issue a report. The Industrial Safety files typically
contain committee reports and detailed supporting documentation. The file for a given incident was
considered "open" until corrective actions were identified and scheduled.

2.2.3 Occurrence M‘anagement Department Records

.The most complete historical record available of all accidents at Rocky Flats is maintained by the
Occurrence Management Department of EG&G Rocky Flats in the form of the Summary of Events
-(SOE) database that covers the period from 1952-1990. The SOE database was created in the early
1980s based on a review of the Industrial Safety Unusual Occurrence Report files and has been
updated on an annual basis since that time. At the time of review, the SOE database contained
approximately 1,767 accident entries. The Summary of Events database does not include "as found
conditions," such as the 903 Pad oil leakage, and it does not always provide information on the off-
site release potential of an accident.

2.2.4 Federal Government Information Sources
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The Federal Government information resources utilized by the project include the Denver Federal
Records Center, the DOE Effluent Information System, the DOE On-site Discharge Information
System, the DOE Library in Germantown, Maryland and the Region VIII Office of the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency. Each of these resources is described in the following sections.
Off-site information sources which were utilized during the historical investigation are summarized
in Figure 2-2. ' :

2.2.4.1 The Federal Records Center

o i

A number of rep051tor1es were 1dent1ﬁed during Task 1 activities which were beheved to hold: - -
.. .information relevant to the subsequent Tasks of the Toxicological Review and Dose.Reconstruction. . . - =.. ..

Project. The Denver Federal Records Center (FRC) was identified as a repository holding a large

amount of documentation from the plant. To support Tasks 3 through 5, it was necessary to gainan .; .

early understanding of the contents of the FRC.

The plant sends its inactive, unclassified documents to be stored at the Denver Federal Records
Center until the specified date of destruction. Documents generated at the plant which fall under
categories specified in the National Archives and Records Administration (NARA) protocol, are kept -
at the FRC until their retention period specified in the protocol expires. The General Records and
the DOE Records Schedule govern the types of documents to be submitted. Classified documents
remain on the plant site. According to official sources at the FRC, any Rocky Flats document which
does not come under the jurisdiction of the NARA protocol must, by law, be retained indefinitely as
it is the property of the Government. However, the scope of the NARA protocol is so extensive that
there are probably very few documents which would fall into this category. '

The Rocky Flats documents on file at the FRC were generated under the auspices of three federal
agencies; the AEC (Atomic Energy Commission), the ERDA (Energy Research and Development
Agency), and the DOE (Department of Energy). Documents are segregated into groups, according
to the governing agency at the time of each submittal. Rocky Flats began submitting records to the
Federal Records Center in the 1960s, although some of the documents at the repository were
gencrated at an earlier date.
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INSERT FIGURE 2-2 HERE; OFF-SITE INFORMATION SOURCES
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Tracking of Documentation

The FRC maintains a listing called an "Accession Number Master List" which contains the type and
amount (in cubic feet or number of boxes) of documents on file. The entries on the Accession
Number Master List include the category of documents the boxes contain, the amount, the disposal
date, and the year(s) of the documentation involved. The listing does not provide the titles of the
documents. To gain more detailed information about what kinds of documentation are in a particular .
accession, one turns to the "Standard Form 135" of that accession. The information contained on the
Form 135s is more detailed than that on the Accession Number Master List, but is still rather generic.

To obtain further information about the documentation in a ‘given accession, the ‘documents .. -
themselves must be accessed. Access to these two types of listings is uncontrolled, but access tothe. = .-

actual boxes of.documents requires written approval from the Rocky Flats:Records. Group...
Photocopying of the records requires additional approval. All requests for access to FRC boxes and .
document copying were promptly granted.

The documents in storage at the FRC are generally grouped according to the agency governing at the .
time of the documents' submittal. The October, 1990 printouts of the Accession Number Master
Lists show a total volume of 622 cubic feet of documents from the AEC era, 277 cubic feet from the
ERDA era, and 2338 cubic feet from the DOE time period, yielding a total volume of about 3237
cubic_feet of Rocky Flats documents. The number of documents at the Federal Records Center
fluctuates as a result of the various retention times for the documents on-hand and the submission of
additional documents from the plant. '

Submitted documents are maintained in groups tracked by accession numbers. A thorough review
of the Accession Number Master Lists and examination of several groups of documents revealed that
the majority of the documentation was not directly relevant to the Toxicologic Review and Dose
Reconstruction Project. In fact, only 18.5% of the boxes (594) were initially thought to have
potential application to the project.. Those which were determined to be of limited or no use to the
project include personnel and medical files, time cards, visitor records, gate logs, personnel exposure
records, retirement plan files, insurance files, and vendor drawings.

The types of documentation that could potentially be of use to the project include air sample records;
radiological survey records; scientific, technical, and research and development reports; waste
disposal records; construction completion reports; and some of the general correspondence
concerning environmental, health and safety issues.
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NARA Protocol Retention Schedules

Most of the documentation has a specified retention period of less than five years. Consequently,
potentially useful documentation such as purchasing records provides only a recent record, with no
comparable documentation from earlier years.

Even raw. analytical data, of which there is a considerable amount in the FRC, has a specified
.retention period under the current NARA protocol of five years or until the data. are verified and
~entered into a summary document, whichever comes first. Laboratory analysts' log books, found in
- abundance at the FRC, fall under a similar retention schedule, but in practice are being retained for
. longer than five years. It was suggested that:the governing NARA protoco] at the: time of the
. documents submission probably spemﬁed a lengthler.retentlon perlod e e
Some of the types of records have 1ndeﬁmte retention times or tlmes of 75 years. Most of these,
however, are medical records of plant employees which are not relevant to this project.

\
Review of the Form 135s

Although the Form 135s provide a more detailed description of FRC document contents than the
Accession Number Master List, they largely consist of information of a general nature. This is
particularly true of the earlier years. In some cases, however, the Form 135s provided enough
additional information to warrant further investigation in the form of box retrieval and review, to
single out a few boxes of interest, or to remove boxes from further consideration altogether.

Documents No Longer at the FRC

Once an accession has undergone some action such as destruction or removal from the FRC, it is
moved to another listing called the "Accession Number History List". This listing identifies the
documents which were at one time in storage at the FRC but which no longer are there due to
destruction, removal or transferral to the 881 Archives or another records center. The History List
shows the date of action and a code for what actton was taken.
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Examination of Rocky Flats Documentation at the FRC

Upon first review, the amount of documentation determined to be of potential use to the Toxicologic
Review and Dose Reconstruction Project was approximately 18% of the total Rocky Flats
documentation in the FRC. Upon closer examination, the amount of truly useful documentation has
been determined to be significantly lower. Out of the approximately 600 boxes of records originally
believed to be relevant, the project team has examined the contents. of 176. Much of the
documentation in these files includes employee medical and exposure records, injury reports, and

analytical reports. . P

. The most relevant documentation at the FRC is in the form of raw data, consisting of laboratory

analytical reports.of individual samples. . This type:ofidata makes up.a significant. fraction of the .
approximately 3200 cubic feet of Rocky Flats records.stored at the FRC. Although some of this
documentation may be usable, the quantity of the records and their format would require an extensive
amount of effort and time to derive meaningful information from it. For example, it appears that the
analytical reports for just about every environmental sample taken on and off the Rocky Flats site are
in the FRC. However, no documents were found which explain how the thousands of data points
were processed to arrive in their final, summary form in the Site Survey and Environmental
Monitoring Reports located in the other repositories.

Emissions Data at the FRC
Since the beginning of operations, effluent monitoring at the plant has focused on certain portions of

the plant, namely those areas in which radionuclides or recognized hazardous materials were handled.
As general awareness and scientific understanding of various types of hazards and chemicals

“increased, the number of sampling points and parameters increased or changed to reflect the

knowledge and regulatory requirements of the day. Nonetheless, the bulk of the attention has always

‘been on certain manufacturing areas or buildings at the plant. Consequently, the emissions data that

resides in the FRC is largely composed of data from less.than a dozen buildings: 771, 774, 707, 559,
776,779, 881, 444,447,991, and 995. Sampling data are present for other buildings and areas, but
are not-as numerous. '

The manner in which the information was recorded changed dramatically over the years, not only with
regard to format, but also from a-content standpoint. In the earlier years, the laboratory information
apparently was recorded only in ledger-sized logbooks which consist of little more than sample point, .
sample date, and a resulting value. Additional information such as the person taking the sample, the
person analyzing the sample, the methodology used, control blanks, background samples, number of
counts per minute, counting duration, and pre-analysis decay time are not found in the
documentation. Improvements in the reporting were made over the years and the information -
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recorded eventually became more complete. However, regardless of the improvements to the
analytical reports, none of the reports were accompanied by information describing the sampling
methodology, location of the sampling points or devices, analytical methodologies, or confidence
levels.

Summary data were not presént at the FRC. Most summary data have been found in the EMF and
in other repositories, such as the Rocky Flats Readmg Room at the Front Range Commumty College
and the Colorado Department of Health. :

Accident Information at the FRC .. . S N U

Also found in abundance were incident and injury reports. Most of these were relatively minor
incidents such as cut fingers and minor spills confined to the interior of the buildings. »A rough
estimate of the number of these reports is in the thousands. Almost without exception, the reports
were one-page forms, regardless of the relative significance of the incident. It is known that incidents
of a serious nature were investigated more thoroughly than these report forms would indicate. The
in-depth investigation reports and supporting documentation are located on the plant site.

Equipment Vendor Drawings at the FRC

There are a number of boxes of vendor drawings and associated information. Much of the
documentation included owner's manuals and operating instructions for various pieces of equipment
* used at the plant. The types of equipment for which there is documentation includes heating and
ventilation controls, lathes, milling machines, drill presses, plumbing fixtures, boiler vessels, gasoline
pumps, public address system components, stair stringers, and building footings. In most cases, there
is no date included on the documentation or identification of the building in which the equipment was
installed. -

TLD Badge Records and Personnel Exposure Histories at the FRC
There are many boxes of thermoluminescent dosimeter (TLD) and other personnel exposure
monitoring records at the FRC. These exposure records are relevant to the indoor, plant environment

and worker exposures, and are not directly relevant to this study. Problem areas for worker exposure
are not related to off-site releases.

Procurement Files at the FRC
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Procurement files do exist and are located at the FRC. However, they have a specified retention
period of three to six years, depending upon the dollar amount involved in the particular contract.
Consequently, the information which would be available from these types of records is limited to a
few years' time. A review of the Accession Number History List verified that procurement records
from the years prior to 1984 had been sent to the FRC and eventually destroyed according: to
schedule.

Project Construction/Completion Files at the FRC

These contain historical information insofar'as identifying when major projects were completed. .

. Projects noted on the Form 135s included buildings, waste treatment facilities, and production.lines.. . - . °

- "These files only go back to:1971. : Additionally, it was not determined whether these files are all- .
‘inclusive of the years represented. : : .

!

Summary of FRC Content and Utility

Overall, the amount of information at the FRC that would be directly useful to the project is quite
limited in comparison'to the total volume of documentation. Many relevant records found in the FRC
were also found in other repositories on the plant site.

2.2.4.2 DOE Effluent Information System

- The DOE Effluent Information System (DOE EIS) is a computer-based management information
system for recording and reporting radioactive effluent data for airborne and waterborne discharges
that travel off-site from facilities under DOE control. One must be careful to not confuse this EIS
with a significant document commonly given the same acronym, the 1980 Final Environmental Impact
Statement for the Rocky Flats plant site. The Effluent Information System was developed by Aerojet
Nuclear Company (ANC), with the first reports being produced in 1972. Since that time, the system
has been revised, and Aerojet, which has been renamed EG&G Idaho, Inc., has operated the system
for the DOE Division of Operational and Environmental Safety (Batchelder et al., 1977).

ChemRisk has obtained DOE EIS reports of the effluent data for the Rocky Flats Plant. The EIS
presents annual release totals by individual release point for plutonium-239/240 and -238, uranium-
233/234 and -238, americium-241, and tritium. The earliest data are for 1956. Early airborne
effluent analyses were strictly non-specific measurements of long-lived alpha emitters. At various
points in time since the 1950s, more advanced analytical techniques fac111tated 1dcnt1ﬁcat10n of
specific elements and their radioactive isotopes.
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The DOE EIS contains effluent data as reported by the DOE based on annual reporting from Rocky
Flats. ChemRisk has not yet completed the independent verification process for the data or the
necessary review of the associated monitoring systems, analytical procedures, quality control
practices, or reporting conventions. These areas of data quality and interpretation are being
addressed as part of Task 5 source term investigations. To provide a historical context for the
emission monitoring data which will be a critical part of the basis for radionuclide source term
estimation, key elements in the data quality evaluation are discussed here.

The data provided in the DOE-EIS do not provide a complete emission history for each Rocky:Flats - . -
building over its operational history. Some effluent data reporting lags behind or pre-dates the initial .

operation of some buildings. ..In. some cases, apparent mismatches between reported construction * - -

.. dates of a'building and appearance of.associated.effluent data arises. from the fact that construction: . - v «. .. ..

took several years to complete. In other cases, a building was.structurally complete, with effluent

.....

monitoring in place, before the time that the production processes destined for the building became: - -

fully operational. The above situations notwithstanding, there are cases when a building is known

to have been operational for some period before data are reported in the DOE EIS. There are also :

gaps in the data for certain analyses of some buildings.

Conventions for inclusion of measurements below the limits of detection are not clear. For some time
period, DOE instructions reportedly called for results measured below the minimum detectable
activity (MDA) to be assumed to be present af the MDA. A common practice in effluent reports is
to affix a "less than" sign to totals which include results assumed to be at the MDA. There are no
provisions in the EIS reports provided to us for identification of "less than" values. Reports that
comment fields within the EIS have been used to somehow indicate inclusion of "less than" values
have not been substantiated.

Contents of the comments fields, which also have been alleged to contain beryllium emission data,
have not been made available. The extent to which incident related emissions have been included in
the DOE EIS is also not clear. It is apparent that some major accidental emissions have been
excluded, while some more minor accident-related emissions have been 1ncluded The criteria for
inclusion-of accident related emissions is therefore unclear. -

The transitions between analytical methods and reporting conventions are also not clear. For
example, in the early years, airborne effluent analyses were non-specific long-lived alpha emitter
measurements. In the DOE EIS, the results were in some cases attributed to plutonium-239/240 by
association of the materials handled in the building in question. Over the years, analytical methods
and reporting conventions evolved substantially. The record provided by the DOE EIS does not by
itself provide enough information to support interpretation of the data. The history of Rocky F 1ats
effluent quantification practices is being characterized as part of Task 5 activities.
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Information obtained from EG&G Idaho includes a Narrative Information Database Master List .
which describes each release point entered in the system for the Rocky Flats site (USDOE, 1991).
For each release point, the narrative database describes the discharge point name, operations
" generating associated pollutants, waste treatment systems provided, monitoring systems, and sample
collection frequency. This information is utilized in the discussion of historical release points in
Section 5 of this report. '

2.2.4.3 DOE On-Site Discharge Information System

The DOE On-site Discharge Information System  (ODIS) is a computer-based management. «: . .

... .. Information system for recording and. reporting radioactive effluent.data for on-site.airborne and.. . =~ .. ..

~waterborme discharges at facilities under DOE control.- - The system was developed by Aerojet.
Nuclear Company (ANC), with the first reports being produced in 1972. Since that time, the system
has been revised, and Aerojet, which has been renamed EG&G Idaho, Inc., has operated the system
for the DOE Division of Operational and Environmental Safety. (Batchelder et al., 1977). Since the
focus of this study is on exposures to off-site individuals, the ODIS contains information that is not
directly applicable to this project, but may prove to be useful in source term development efforts to

characterize emission sources of interest.
\

2.2.4.4 The DOE Energy Library in Germantown, Maryland

In the early stages of the project, a computer search of the Department of Energy's Energy Database
was performed to identify publicly available reports relating to the Rocky Flats site specifically and
more general reports addressing topics applicable to assessment of potential environmental impacts
of the plant. Based on the results of that search, documents at the DOE Energy Library in
Germantown, Maryland were reviewed. A number of documents of relevance to the Toxicologic
Review and Dose Reconstruction Project were located and were added to the project information
repository. ‘
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2.2.5 Pertinent Regulatory Documents
Rocky Flats Plant operators have produced a number of documents in response to regulatory

requirements that compile information that is potentially relevant to dose reconstruction efforts. A
number of these documents are identified in the following sections.

2.2.5.1 Colorado Department of Health Files

The Rocky F lats documentatlon in the various departmental files at the CDH is relatwely recent and -
*-: consists primarily of responses to regulatory réquirements and inquiries made by the Department of
--‘Health. .ChemRisk has access.to much of the same documentation in the.repositories.on.site and. has. e e e e

: sought this information concurrent with accessmg other documents onsite..
The CDH Department records which have been reviewed include:

Air Division Files,
Hazardous Materials and Waste Management Division Files, and
Radiation Control Division Files. -

2.2.5.2 Air Pollutioh Emission Notices

Air Pollution Emission Notices (APENSs) are reports which the State of Colorado requires be
submitted to their Air Pollution Control Division to document significant sources of emissions of key
pollutants within the State. An APEN is required for any process or activity which-has the potential
for an uncontrolled emission greater than one ton per year for any pollutant, or greater than 1 pound
per day for any hazardous or toxic pollutant.

Hazardous pollutants are listed in applicable Air Quality Control Commission regulations, and toxic
pollutants are taken as those on the "Massachusetts List" (Beckham, 1990). Criteria air pollutants
are carbon monoxide, lead, nitrogen oxides, sulfur oxides, ozone, and particulate matter less than ten
microns in size. ChemRisk has reviewed all APEN reports prepared by EG&G Rocky Flats.

APEN reports have been prepared for essentially all Rocky Flats buildings, or groups of buildings or
facilities. These reports document the configurations of the air handling systems, the processes
conducted in the building, vents and/or stacks associated with emissions, and assumptions and factors
used to calculate controlled and uncontrolled emissions. The APENs describe modern-day plant
processes and activities, and are, except for a few inserted statements about past activities in several
buildings, not useful sources of historical information.

A
LN
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Based on reviews of the APENSs, building summaries were generated that identified the processes
associated with airborne emissions of the materials of concern selected in Task 2. The Massachusetts
List includes all of the chemicals identified as materials of concem for the project, but all of the
materials of concern have not been identified by the Rocky Flats Plant as having emissions that qualify
for reporting under the APEN program. The building summaries were used to assist the project team
in conducting 1nterv1ews of active or past employees knowledgeable in the operations of each
bulldlng

L2, 2 5. 3 Waste Stream & Resndue Identlﬁcatlon and Characterlzanon Reports

. -.A.The Waste Stream and Remdue Identlﬁcatlon and Characterlzatlon (WSRIC) Program was ...
undertaken for EG&G.Rocky Flats to identify and characterize waste streams and residues generated
or stored at the Rocky Flats Plant. The series of approximately 100 WSRIC reports was-prepared
to fulfill requirements contained in the Agreement in Principle between the DOE and the State of
Colorado.

A WSRIC report was prepared for each major building, describing the associated waste streams and
residues based on field investigations and waste sample analyses. The information includes details
on the nature, quantities, and hazards associated with hazardous, radioactive, and mixed hazardous
and radioactive wastes. One of the main goals of the WSRIC was to determine which wastes and
residues should be land disposal restricted (LDR), in other words excluded from land burial as a
disposal method.

ChemRisk reviewed selected WSRIC reports for process descriptions and details on the uses of the
materials of concern, primarily for those buildings for which APEN reports were not yet complete
at the time interviews were conducted.

2.2.5.4 Information Related to Section 104(e) of CERCLA

The "104 E Report" consists of Rocky Flats' response to EPA's request for additional information
under Section 104(e) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response; Compensation and Liability
Act (CERCLA) (Rockwell, 1990). The information sought by the EPA was requested under véry
broad, all-encompassing questions. Rocky Flats provided a twelve-volume reply document, which
provided fairly detailed information in response to some of the question areas, and identified where
the information to answer many of the other question areas could be located. Most of the twelve
volumes of supporting documentation includes samples of documentation kept at the plant site.
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The greatest benefit to the Rocky Flats historical investigation from the 104(e) documentation was
confirmation that the project team had been independently conducting its information searches in
what were identified in the 104(e) report as the most effective places to acquire the identified
information.

2.2.5.5 Safety Analysis Reports

Safety Analysis Reports (SAR's) provide a detailed examination of a facility with respect to the
likelihood of significant accidents occurring in-that facility and the resulting consequences, for the
purposes of designing and determining the adequacy of engineered safety features. Preparation of .
-an SAR includes examination.of the facility's. physical characteristics (age, type, and materials .of.
construction), the underlying geological conditions, and the processes and activities within the facility.
An SAR also determines how all of these factors could affect or be affected under various
catastrophic circumstances. The Reports summarize this examination, the information gathered, and
the conclusions drawn regarding the adequacy of the facility's safeguards.

The SAR analyses also include investigations of the facility's past accident and incident history and
the histories of similar facilities, but the Safety Analy51s Reports themselves do not elaborate on or
provide references for those accidents reviewed.

The first regulatory requirement for SARs was established in the 1970s, so none date from earlier
years. At the time that Rocky Flats SARs were reviewed for this study, approximately a dozen had
been written, primarily for the major production buildings and their related auxiliary buildings. An
" individual currently involved with the. SAR process indicated that about half of the SAR's were in
draft form and half were finalized. Currently, the plant is attempting to prepare SAR's for all of the
major production processes and production buildings.
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The following is a listing of the SAR documents which were available for review:

707 Appendices, Draft, 1/84

774 Report, Revised 10/81

444 Report, Revised 2/82 (includes 445, 446, 447, 448, 449, 427, 453, 454, 457)
991 Report, Revised 11/81 (includes 996, 997, 998, 999, Tunnels, 985, 989)
881 Report, Revised 2/82 (includes 830, 864, 882, 885, 887, & 890)

865 Report, Revised 2/82 (includes 827)

374 Report, Revised 8/1/81 ,

559 Report, Final 6/87 L (inclixde§_.560, 561, 562, 563, 528)

776/777 Report Fmal 6/87 ' P R

B ] P R £y E R A 1

‘ Rev1ew of the SAR‘s revealed that they contam llttle hlstorlcal mformatmn and no emissions data :
Because the SAR's were produced at different times, the format and content is inconsistent. Some
contain a general chronology of the construction years of the building and its subsequent additions,
and some do not. Some contain detailed descriptions of the processes w1th1n the buildings, and some
are very generallzed

The SAR's have some utility for the project, in that a few provide a good snapshot of the processes
within a building at a particular point in time, and some provide historical construction information.

2:2.6 Records Related to Litigation

Litigation associated with the plant has generated the need for information and the creation of a -
number of significant resources. The following sections identify some of the resources that were
created as a result of litigation activities. ’

2.2.6.1 The Legal Database

This database represents the documents seized by the FBI and subpoenaed by the Grand Jury in the
environmental criminal investigations against Rockwell. The database consists of an index and
electronic images of the documents seized and subpoenaed. The documerits were recorded by optical
character recognition techniques and stored on magnetic tape. A copy of the database is maintained
by the EG&G Legal Group in Trailer T-334C.
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ChemRisk cannot view the database itself or have free access to its use because it is attorney-client
privileged in nature. However, the Rocky Flats Plant Legal Department has performed searches on
the database while team members were present and allowed the documents to be previewed on the
terminal screen to support selection of those documents which were of apparent utility to the project.
Because of the focus of the FBI and the Grand Jury, the documents generally cover the 1980 to 1989
time frame. As a result, the database has little historical value and as a result relatively few
documents were retrieved. '

2.2.6.2 The Legal/Env1ronmental (Church thlgatlon) Files T SO

The Legal/Enwronmental F 11e was establlshed around 1975 by Rockwell and DOE attorneys in .

preparation for lawsuits. brought against.the plant by nelghbormg landowners. It 1s sometimes"
referred to as the Church L1t1gat10n File. ' ‘

During the file's development, the plant was canvassed for any documentation which related to . ..., -

environmental issues. The files of various operational groups on the plant site were reviewed for
pertinent information, such as the "Medical, Health and Safety" files, and "Materials" files. Any
information found which was felt to be related to environmental issues was entered into the
collection. Entries of documentation into the file continued for approximately three years. As a
result, the Legal/Environmental File consists of a large variety of documentation, covering the time
period between 1952 and approximately 1978.

Because the information in the file was to be accessed by attorneys for the plaintiffs and eventually
become public information, the file contains no classified documents. Several of the documents are’
declassified versions of classified records. Nonetheless, the file is not short on documentation. It
contains approximately 20,000 documents in five four-drawer filing cabinets.

A review of the "source" field in the database shows that documents were obtained from Dow,
Rockwell, the AEC, ERDA, and DOE. Documents originating from offsite groups were also found,
including Los Alamos and Lawrence Livermore Laboratories and subcontractors who performed
environmental work for the plant. In addition, the files in the Federal Records Center were searched
at the time of the file's development to locate and retrieve any documentation from this resource. As
a result, the types of documentation in the file is quite varied. The content includes annual and
monthly reports, internal memos, letters, charts, graphs, and photographs. Some of the documents
listed in the file's index have been seen in other repositories, such as the EMF and FRC, during other
phases of the investigation. :
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The Legal/Environmental File documents were at one time located in the Building 706 Library on the

-plant site, but were moved to Las Vegas in 1990 to be copied for archival and legal purposes. A copy
of the files was returned to the plant site in May, 1991 and is currently located in legal offices in T-
334C. ChemRisk was provided unimpeded access to these files as soon as they were returned to the
plant.

Legal/Environmental Index

The documents which. went into.the Legal/Environmental File were cataloged and'indexed into.a. .-

database, called the Legal/Environmental Index (LEI), which has been placed on the plant's-central - :

.. "VMAX comptiter network. Because the database is located on the plant's central computer, access.can. ..

“-only.be obtained by authorized persons. Some training is also necessary for users_to ‘become
proficient in-use of the system. Nonetheless, the LEI is the key to efficiently -identifying- any
documents in the Legal/Environmental File pertaining to a particular subject.

Searches Performed On The Legal/Environmental Index

Numerous searches of documents in the LEI have been performed. The listings on printouts from
the database are arranged according to accession number (assigned to a document according to the
order in which it was \received),- and includes the title, author, source, Bates numbers (chronological
numbering of the individual pages in the file), and a description of the document.

The first search included a number of keywords, word roots and various permutations, for example
"effluent, radionuclide, pluton, americium, beryllium, uran, trittum, carbon tetrachloride, and
tetrachloromethane”. The resulting printout was sixteen inches thick and listed over seven thousand
documents. The Bates numbers, which indicate the cumulative page numbers of all pages contained
in the file, indicated in the associated printout that there were over 80,000 pages of documentation
in the Legal/Environmental File. Because this first search was performed on all of these keywords
as a group, the printout was unwieldy and poorly organized for effective index review.

Subsequent searches were performed in an effort to separate the issues relative to the various project
tasks and to make the resulting printouts more manageable. This was done by performing searches
'on single keywords, word roots or abbreviations, or keywords that belong to a common group.
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The selective searches that were performed on the LEI included:

AN B W -

~3

8.,
9.

10.

1K
R bk
. - 13.
. SAMPLE
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22,
23.
24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.

14

38,
39.

. CHEMICAL -
. INVENT(ORY)

. ACCIDENT, INCIDENT, UNUSUAL, OCCURRENCE, EVENT, UNPLANNED,INVESTIGATE
. SITE'SURVEY

. ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING REPORT

. HIST(ORY)

. ANNUAL

MONTHLY

HEALTH PHYSICS . B . A
'SAFETY o ' ' ' o
EMISSION, RELEASE STACK SOURCE ,

LAND; DEMOGRAPH; POPULATION - =+ - - - Te
WASTE; BURIAL . : C

BERYLLIUM
HIGHLIGHT

HISTORY

1957 FIRE

1969 FIRE

903 PAD, HELICOPTER PAD, LIP AREA

BENZIDINE, P-DIAMINODIPHENYL

PROPYLENE OXIDE, METHYLOXIRANE, PROPENE OXIDE

BUTADIENE, BIETHYLENE, VINYLETHYLENE, ERYTHRENE, PYRROLYLENE, BIVINYL
ETHYLENE OXIDE, OXIRANE, ANPROLENE. ’

BENZENE, BENZOL

HYDRAZINE, DIAMIDE, DIAMINE, HYDRAZYNA

CADMIUM

NICKEL

CHROMI(UM,C)

MERCURY

LEAD

METHYLENE CHLORIDE, DICHLOROMETHANE, METHYLENE DICHLORIDE, DCM
CHLOROFORM, TRICHLOROMETHANE

TETRACHLOROETHYLENE, PERCHLOROETHYLENE, PCE, TETRACHLOROETHENE
TRICHLOROETHENE, TRICHLOROETHYLENE, ETHINYL TRICHLORIDE, TCE
1,1,1-TRICHLOROETHANE, METHYL CHLOROFORM, CHLOROTHENE
FORMALDEHYDE, METHANAL, OXOMETH, FORMIC ALDEHYDE, METHYLENE
GLYCOL :

NITRIC, AZOTIC, HYDROGEN NITRATE

PESTICIDE/HERBICIDE
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The resulting printouts, totalling over three feet thick, were first reviewed to identify summary
documents that were produced with regularity, such as annual, monthly and weekly reports. A listing
was made of each type of document and which issues of periodic reports were in the
Legal/Environmental File. This list served to identify any issues that were missing and to provide a
specific listing of documents to be obtained for the project. Issues of a document that were
determined to be missing from the L/E File were sought in the other repositories. Examination of the
printouts created from the searches identified several types of summary documents which were
produced with regularity.

Some of the types of periodical documentation found in the LEI include:

i

Site Survey Monthly Progress Reports, starting in 1953

Site Survey Annual Progress Reports, starting in 1952

Monthly Summary - Accident, Occupational Disease and Fire Experience, 1968- 1974
Annual Summary - Accident, Occupational Disease and Fire Experience, 1968-1974
Annual Summary of Industrial Fire and Property Damage Reports, 1968-1974

Minutes of Executive Safety Council Meetings (monthly), 1954-1975.

Industrial Hygiene Monthly Progress Reports, starting in 1953

Health Physics Status Report for Buildings 440, 444, 881, 883, 886, and 991: 1966-1975.
Weekly Highlights for Health, Safety and Environment

The printouts were also reviewed to identify any one-time or limited-issue documents that appeared
to be of significance to the particular project tasks. Listings of these were created for retrieval.
Overall, the Legal/Environmental File has been the single most useful repository, primarily because
of the extent of documentation from the early years of Rocky Flats activities. ChemRisk has
requested and received over 635 documents from the Legal/Environmental File to-date.

2.2.6.3 Files Gathered by Attorneys for Jim Stone

In 1986, former Rocky Flats employee Jim Stone filed a suit against the plant for wrongful discharge,
and in 1988 Requests for Discovery were filed by attorneys for Jim Stone which involved a number
of issues. By December of 1988, a total of approximately 60 boxes of documents were gathered by
EG&G Legal Department staff in response to the Requests for Discovery for review by the plaintiff.
Thirty-seven of the boxes came from the 881 Archives and the Federal Records Center. At the time
of this report, the documents still remained in storage in Building 130 but will soon be returned to
their origins, as the Court has rendered a decision in the case.
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Review of the listings of the contents of the boxes indicated that the records largely consisted of
indoor air samples, documentation of employee exposures, and records pertaining to the employment
history of Mr. Stone and his co-workers at Rocky Flats. A relatively small portion appeared to have
some historical information useful to the project. The contents of those boxes which appeared from
the listings to be of use were reviewed. The review of the selected boxes verified that there was
limited useful information in this assembly of documents. Copies of relevant documents from this
source have been entered into the project repository. '

2.2.7 Records of Concerned Individuals and Organizations

.Records generated or held by.groups or individuals not affiliated.with the plant were also.soughtas . ... ..

part of the investigations for this project. The following sections describe these resources. -

2.2.7.1 The Cobb Files

Currently retired in New Mexico, Dr. John C. ("Jock™) Cobb has been involved in a number of health
issues in Colorado. His career included service as Professor of Preventive Medicine at the University
of Colorado (CU), member of the Governor's Scientific Advisory Panel of Colorado, member of the
Wirth Task Force on Rocky Flats, member of the Air Pollution Control Commission of Colorado,
and member of the Governor's Task Force on Uranium Enrichment.

Approximately 10 linear feet of Dr. Cobb's files were loaned to the project team by Health Advisory
Panel member Dr. Ken Lichtenstein for review and extraction of material pertinent to the project.
The files are accompanied by two metal boxes of 3"x5" index cards, containing approximately 350
cards. The files were provided to ChemRisk prior to their submittal to the CU Western History

- Archives by the American Friends Service Committee. They have been examined and subsequently
forwarded on to CU. '

The entire contents of the Cobb Files were reviewed. Most of the documents (did not pertain
specifically to Rocky Flats. Approximately 15 documents were identified in the Cobb Files as
relevant to the project that were not already in the project information repository.
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2.2.7.2 The Johnson Files

Dr. Carl J. Johnson (1929-1988) was the Director of the Jefferson County Health Department from

1973 to 1981. During that time, he was an outspoken critic of the Rocky Flats Plant, authoring

several papers concerning the radioactive contamination of, and cancer incidence in, the Denver and®
Jefferson County areas. His papers and files now reside at the Western History Archives in the Norlin

Library on the Boulder campus of the University of Colorado. A guide to his files has been put

together by the staff, and is useful in locating items of interest.

Overall, there are 167 boxes of -Johnson_'s,ﬁles plus numerous travel maps and posters which are
described in the guide. Upon review of the guide, .17 boxes were determined to be pertinent to:this

..study; the contents of these were examined. Many of the documents found in the Johnson files had.. . . B

.ipreviously been obtained by the project team. A total of 21 documents were identified as useful to
the study and copies were obtained for addition to the project repository. ay

2.2.7.3 The Martell Files

Edward A. Martell has long been an outspoken scientist and concerned citizen about nuclear issues.
He became well known in the  Denver area as a result of his participation in and subsequent
subcommittee work for the Colorado Commission for Environmental Information (CCEI). It was
during his chairing of the CCEI subcommittee on Rocky Flats that the soil contamination east of the
plant became widely known.

Mr. Martell was interviewed by ChemRisk to discuss many historical issues and obtain access to his
files concerning Rocky Flats. In addition to the verbal information, he provided ChemRisk with
copies of pertinent documents relating to his CCEI work on Rocky Flats. Copies of these documents
also reside in the Western History Archives of the CU Norlin Library in Boulder.

2.2.7.4 Rocky Flats Environmental Monitoring Council

The library at the Rocky Flats Environmental Monitoring Council offices contains approximately 200
documents. Many documents are several volumes in length, and many are also in the Rocky Flats
Public Reading Room. A few located here were not found in the Rocky Flats Public Reading Room,
but virtually all have been identified in at least one of the repositories on the plant site, as the majority
originated from the plant. The Environmental Monitoring Council's documents are not catalogued.

2.2.8 Citizen Contributions
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A few citizens in the communities near Rocky Flats have contributed documents for the Toxicological
Review and Dose Reconstruction Project. Most notably, Paula Elofson-Gardine supplied the project
with a listing of the most significant incidents which have occurred at the plant, and Jan Pilcher
provided documents pertaining to plant history and emissions during the early years.

2.2.9 Other Information Sources ‘

A number of information resources consulted by the prOJect staff d1d not fall in any of the above
categories. These sources: of 1nf0rmat10n are described here. e SRR

2.29.1 CSU Dept of Radiology and Radiation Biology
Staffand graduate students of the Colorado State University at Fort Collins Department of Radlology
and Radiation Biology have performed a number studies at Rocky Flats beginning in the 1970s. The
Department maintains a library associated with these studies, along with a selection of international
works on radiation issues not specific to Rocky Flats. The documentation maintained provides little

historical information, but may provide useful information for upcoming tasks dealing with
environmental transport and dose assessment.

2.2.9.2 The City of Broomfield Water Department

The City of Broomfield Water Department provided a document which outlines the history of the
Rocky Flats Plant and other plant related issues. The Water Department has a file of background
information on which it was based. Most of the information is comprised of events from the 1980s,
‘with relatively few entries from earlier years. The document provides a good account of the
controversies arising from and surrounding Dr. Carl Johnson's work.

2.2.9.3 Aerial Photographs

Aerial photographs from various sources have been reviewed to assist in documentation of the Rocky
Flats Plant development and to provide confirmation of some activities affecting the environment.
The initial photographs reviewed were assembled as part of an "Aerial Photographic Analysis
Comparison Report, US DOE Rocky Flats" prepared by Lockheed Engineering and Sciences
(Helmstadt, 1988). That report includes 13 aerial photographs, with dates ranging from 1953 to
~ 1988. The purpose of the study was to compare waste disposal and environmental management
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practices described by the Rocky Flats Plant with visual evidence of such practices obtained from the
black and white, color, and infrared photographs obtained at the various steps in plant development.

The maps of site development contained in Section 3 of this report were spaced in time to coincide
with certain photographs from the above report. The maps were initially prepared based on modern-
day computer drafting files of Rocky Flats facilities and building construction and initial operation
dates obtained from various plant records. The maps were then checked against the aerial
photographs in the report by Helmstadt, and were modified to reflect appearances of roads, ponds S
and other recognlzable features :

A series of addltlonal aerlal photographs were obtained from the Rocky Flats Photography .

Department. The dates of these photographs range from 1957 to 1991, and for the most partthe. . . ..: s

photographs provide a close-in view of plant configuration or appearance of selected areas of the
facility. These photographs, like those described carlier, were cxammed to verify written accounts
of site development and environmental activities.

2.2.9.4 EG&G Employee Communications Department

In preparation for the 40th anniversary of the plant, the Employee Communications Group has been
tasked to develop a history of the plant. The resulting document is "Highlights in Rocky Flats Plant
History" by Pat Buffer (Buffer, 1991). Although limited in the amount of information concerning
production operations, the document contained some information which has been utlhzed by the
pIOJGCt

2.2.10 Interviews

In addition to the review of documentation from repositories and other sources, extensive interview
activities were mounted to verify the collected data and to obtain additional information. This section
describes this interview process.

Interviews to Support Selection of Materials of Concern

A series of brief interviews was conducted to characterize the likelihood of release of selected.
chemicals based on actual storage and usage practices as a part of Task 2 efforts.

To determine whether a chemical should be identified as a material of concern, the following
questions were -posed to individuals familiar with the use of the chemical:
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Is the quantity of the chemical on hand reported in the chemical
inventories reasonably accurate? :

Is there any indication that the .reported quantities are not
representative of years prior to 1974?

How is annual usage quantlty related to quantity kept on hand?

For 1mt1al screening, annual use was assumed to be 10 times the
* :quantity on hand. 'Is that assumptlon reasonable? '

Sl :What fraction..of .the annual usage . quantity is. released to .the .
environment? (Forinitial screening, 25% of annual usage was assumed
to be released )

Some chemicals were eliminated from further consideration as Materials of Concern based on
knowledge of actual use characteristics collected during this phase of preliminary chemical usage
investigations. A complete discussion of this process can be found in the Task 2 report (ChemRisk,
1991a).

Interviews to Document Historical Uses of Materials ef Concern

To supplement the information gathered from written document reviews, an extensive program of
interviews with current and past Rocky Flats Plant workers was conducted. The interview process
involved a concentrated effort in August and early September of 1991. Interviews aimed at specific
question areas.of Rocky Flats history have continued at a decreased frequency up to the date of
report preparation. As summarized in Figure 2-3, ChemRisk teams interviewed over 80 individuals,
with a combined total of over 1900 years of experience at the Rocky Flats Plant. The average
interviewee had 24 years of work experience at Rocky Flats. Many started as part of the 1969 fire
cleanup, and a significant fraction began in entry level positions and worked their way up to
managerlal posmons
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Over 90 Formal IntérvieWs Condhucted To-Date.
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There was wide variation in the level of detail remembered with regard to historical practices and

events. For the most part, individuals were véry cooperative and helpful and willing to share what ~ -

they knew relative to the project. There were between eight and twelve individuals who declined to
be interviewed on the advice of their attorneys because of the on-going Grand Jury investigation.
There have been at least 75 individuals who have testified before the Grand Jury. ChemRisk
interviewed some of them. It does not appear that any of the individuals who declmed interviews are
exclusive sources of the 1nformat10n needed for the prOJect

Two teams. of two. 1nterv1ewers were used for the most part to allow for opt1ma1 efficiency:in-: .«

* covering the areas of concern: arid recording the: mformatlon offered. ‘A description of the'project and;,

+ - an outline of the interview questlons were prov1ded to the interviewees in advance of the day-of their: -

.. interview:Each interview.lasted about-one hour, but some were longer (up to three hours in. length), .

".and a couple were shorter. Some individuals were interviewed in groups. ‘The group approach was

found to be helpful, as individuals were able to jog each others' memories and bring out additional .

. information that probably would not have surfaced in 1nd1v1dua1 1nterv1ews

To assist in preparing for the interviews, summaries were prepared bf the information available for
each of the key buildings. The information in the building summaries included descriptions of the
processes in each building that used materials of concern based on information in the Air Pollution
Emission-Notices, radioactive effluent data from the DOE Effluent Information System, chemical
inventory records from 1974 and 1988/89, and items of historical significance obtained from various
records. Interview questions were prepared and sent to interviewees in advance of the scheduled
interview. Asa résult, interviewees often arrived at the interview with notes to answer our questions
and in some cases, with copies of documents and information on additional persons to interview. A
copy of the interview questions is presented as Appendix C. It should be noted that the interview
questions were prepared to focus the interviews on key issues and areas where ChemRisk was lacking
information at that time. Interviewees were also encouraged to discuss any toplcs outside of the.
specific questions which they felt might be of interest to us.

During the interviews, information was recorded in hand-written notes which were later reviewed by
. EG&G Classification Officers. In a few cases, classified information was physically cut out of the
interview notes. Allitems excised from interview notes dealt with, or might enhance one's knowledge
- of the configurations of materials within the Rocky Flats Plant's main product, the bomb triggers.
None of the items that were cut from interview notes have been important to the conduct of the
project.
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Historical information relevant to the project is generally not classified. However, in some cases,
cleared members of the project team were offered information about design features of Rocky Flats
products or production processes that related to some of the Materials of Concern. These details are
not important to the general history of Rocky Flats operations, but a certain level of knowledge of
the types of products produced by the plant and the associated processes was found to enhance the
ability of the project team to properly focus efforts for characterizing uses of the materials of concern.

The hand-written interview notes have since been typed and reorganized into a standardized format
corresponding to:the key areas. of investigation. Interview statements based on rumors or: hearsay

; 1nformat10n rep051tory (Chelesk,«199lb) e e e e

L After the 1nterv1ews were conducted key pleces of 1nformat10n galned were added to the appropriate '
building summaries. The information contained in the building summaries has also been rearranged 3
into summaries for each material of concern. These summaries formed the bases for the material use

- profiles presented in Section 4 of this report.

A list was also prepared of materials that were mentioned as being used at the plant, but that are not
on the list of Materials of Concern. Each chemical was reviewed to determine if it had been evaluated
and eliminated in the Task 2 chemical selection screening process, or if it needed to be further |
evaluated at that time. Statements people made about relative production levels at various points in ‘
time were also assembled so that any recurring themes could be extracted. Sample statements include
"by 1964 they had the pedal to the metal and going full bore" and "the addition of Room 114 to
bu11d1ng 771 increased throughput by a factor of from 20 to 25 times".

ChemRisk is also tracking all the potential points of contact recommended by interviewees, noting
those which have already been interviewed and those which might be useful for future follow-up
questioning. Many of the people named are retired, some have passed away, others have proven
difficult to locate, especially when they have been commonly known at the plant by nicknames which
do not correspond to their actual names.
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3.0 A HISTORY OF ROCKY FLATS PLANT OPERATIONS

The history of the Rocky Flats fécility is described in this section in terms of its mission, the
progression of site development, and the various functions the plant has performed.

.. 3.1 -Missions

:..: The Rocky Flats site had two main historical missions during the period of operations from 1952. - -
until 1990, production of "triggers" for nuclear weapons-and processing of retired weapons for: -
..wv.. phitonium recovery. .The plutonium triggers, also known as "pits", are the first-stage fission bombs. . . " -
- used.to set off the second-stage fusion reaction.in hydrogen bombs. Plutonium has historically : : .
been imported from the Hanford Reservation in"Washington State and the Savannah River:Plant:

in South Carolina, and is also recovered at Rocky Flats from retired warheads and manufacturing

residues. Parts are formed and machined from plutonium, uranium, beryllium, stainless steel, and -

various other materials.

In general, the mission and activities at the plant have remained essentially the same since the plant
began until 1990 when plutonium operations were suspended. The plant was intended from the
beginning to be a manufacturing facility, not a facility to design or conduct elaborate or exotic
experimentation for nuclear weapons or components. Such research was intended to be performed

at Los Alamos and Lawrence Livermore Laboratories, with the two of them competing in the -

development of designs for new nuclear weapons. Interviews and documentation have confirmed
that the primary activities at the Rocky Flats Plant have involved the manufacture of nuclear
weapons components; specifically, triggers. '

The phases in the life of a nuclear weapon are described in Table 3-1. The primary mission of
Rocky Flats has historically involved Phases 4, production engineering, through 7, retirement of
the weapon. The bulk of the manufacturing work at Rocky Flats, however, involves the production
‘start-up and quantity production of Phases 5 and 6. Phase 4 production engineering work is
conducted at the plant and is very intensive, but does not last as long as the two phases that follow
it. Rocky Flats also has a role in the retirement of the weapons, dismantling the components it
originally produced to retrieve and recycle the materials.
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Phase 1 - Weapon Conceptron studies which indicate that a weapon concept warrants a
formal study for a weapon program... : .

Phase 2 - Program Feas‘ibllrty Study: If the concept of the weapon proves to be feasible, the -
result is a DOD-DOE agreement on the division of responsrblhtles for the weapon's .
development and procurement

" Phase 3 - Development Englneenng The weapon is developed accordlng to mllrtary
requrrements resultrng in complete desrgn mformatlon
zPhase 4- Productlon Englneenng The- desrgn mformatlon is adapted to a manufactunng L
system The adaptation involves. product and process engrneerlng, looling, prototype -
productlon and mspectron and test and handllng procedures

Phase 5 - First Production: Produiction of the weapon begins act:ordlng to the specnfr'catlons
developed in Phases 3 and'4. Success of this phase results in the authorization for stockpile
production.

Phase 6 - Quantity Production and Stockpile: Weapons are produced in quantities specified.
Evaluation of the weapon continues during production to ldentrfy and incorporate potential
improvements or technical advances.

Phase 7 - Retirement: The weapon is removed from the arsenal stockplle and dlsmantled
(USDOE, 1977)

TABLE 3- 1 THE SEVEN PHASES IN THE LIFE OF A NUCLEAR WEAPON

Although the mission of the plant and the activities to carry out that mission have generally
remained the same, three events have had a significant impact on the operations at the plant. The
first was a change in the concept of the weapon in the late 1950s which required additional
manufacturing facilities and placed a heavier emphasis on plutonium. The second was the
Department of Defense's decision to have a "single mission" weapons manufacturing complex,
eliminating the redundancy of operations between the plants. The third was the advent of the Cold
War which fueled the nuclear arms race.

In the early years of the U.S. nuclear weapons program, the manufacturing complex was set up to
provide redundancy of facilities. Hanford at one time manufactured plutonium pit components.
Hanford's plutonium component production facilities reportedly mirrored those of Rocky Flats, and
the two plants were manufacturing essentially the same product. At the same time, the Oak Ridge
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Y-12 plant was manufacturing uranium components similar to those at Rocky Flats. Los Alamos
also had a small facility for production of triggers.

In the early 1960s, the government decided it was too expensive to maintain the duplicate weapons
manufacturing facilities, and converted to the "single mission" concept, where the various facilities

- became specialized providers of the key weapons components and services. Hanford lost all
contract work for the pits in the early 1960s, and Rocky Flats became the primary facility for that
facet of weapons production. The single mission concept was also responsible for Rocky Flats' .
enriched uranium work being relocated to the Oak Rxdge Reservation in 1964 (Chelesk 1991
:RE 891[31, 67 39 36]) S e L : -

Lol

Hlstorlcal mvestxgatlons have 1nd1cated that the overall manufacturmg facilities and productlon o

processes have remained largely the same over the years, although with periodic refinements. The
lack of major changes is primarily because there have been only three basic trigger designs since
the beginning of plant operations; with the manufacturing of the first two designs phasing out
within the first five years of production. The major changes to trigger design have been to increase
yield with less fissionable material, a miniaturization effort. Major changes in more recent years
have been in the areas of delivery, guidance, and tracking systems - not the trigger concepts.

The first two basic pit designs built at Rocky Flats were solid units made mostly of uranium. They
were essentially derivations of the "Fat Man" and "Little Boy" weapons dropped on Japan. The
Fat Man design made at Rocky Flats had a small plutonium core surrounded by a large amount of
enriched uranium and then by high explosives. Detonation of the explosives was precisely timed
so that the uranium and plutonium would be compressed to a reduced volume to induce criticality.
The Little Boy was also called the "gun assembly" because it incorporated two opposing,
cylindrical-shaped masses of enriched uranium which were forced together by an exploswe charge
on one end. When forced together, criticality was achieved.

The concept and design of the unit changed around 19_57 to a sealed hollow unit which used much
less uranium while incorporating more plutonium. (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[31,48,50,67,55]).
Like previous designs, the sealed unit used high explosives to force the materials together, but the
geometry and the larger amounts of plutonium used created a more powerful explosion with a
smaller, lighter design. This enabled the finished weapon to be carried by missile and, with further
miniaturization, could even be delivered by artillery. Schematic diagrams of the gun type and
implosion weapon systems are shown in Figure 3-1 (Cuddihy and Newton, 1985).
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INSERT FIGURE 3-1; SCHEMATIC DIAGRAMS OF GUN-TYPE AND IMPLOSION
WEAPONS
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Since 1958, pit designs have remained largely the same, although the relative amounts of the
materials used, dimensions, and a few other design features of the units have varied from model to
model. The primary materials of construction have generally remained plutonium, uranium,
beryllium, aluminum, and stainless steel, however the relative proportions have varied between
models. Some models incorporated some more exotic materials, such as cadmium, vanadium,
silver, and gold, but the amounts have been relatively minor in comparison to the primary five

materials. The plant has.also performed "Special Order" work. This type of work is outside the .. &. = *
production of weapon components, but most often involved prototype development work. Special -’
fabrication, testing, and assembly are provided for weapons development programs. For example, ..~

- the work may involve-the production of"a prototype pit that incorporates different:materials or ..
geometries. In some.cases, Special Order work has involved work indirectly related to war reserve ..
programs, such as the development of safer shipping containers and transportation. vehlcles .for
nuclear materials and weapons (USDOE, 1980). . St

The plant's mission often included manufacturmg of components for other portions of the weapon
because it had the facilities and expertise to handle the materials involved. For example, the
stainless steel reservoirs which hold the tritium for "boosting" weapon yield are manufactured at
Rocky Flats, even though they are not a part of the pit. Beryllium components are also
manufactured at Rocky Flats for other parts of the weapon.

3.2  Site Development

Construction activities relating to the Rocky Flats site began in 1951 in a building converted from
an old garage at 13th and Glenarm in Denver, where the Austin Company and Rocky Flats
employees initially worked. Ground-breaking for the first permanent buildings at the site of the
Rocky Flats Plant began in July of 1951 for what is now known as Building 991. Later that year,
construction also began on Buildings 771, 444, and 881. By April of 1952, the first operations
began on regular production materials. At the beginning of 1953, some of the utility facilities on
site were still incomplete; water was being brought in from Boulder in tank trucks and heat was
provided to the occupied buildings by a locomotive which was temporarily brought on-site for
generating steam. Nonetheless, the first production products were completed and shipped off-site
that year from a plant that appeared.as shown in Figure 3-2.

By 1954, the plant appeared as shown in Figure 3-3 and was fully operational, with initial plant
construction essentially completed with a total of about 700,000 square feet of building space. As
shown in Figure 3-4, plant employment grew steadily from 133 people in 1951 to 3,101 in 1963
(Buffer, 1991; USDOE, 1980; Putzier, 1982).
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INSERT FIGURE . 3-2; 1953 SITE MAP
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" INSERT FIGURE 3-3; 1954 SITE PHOTO
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INSERT FIGURE 3-4; ROCKY FLATS EMPLOYMENT
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Originally, the plant was separated into four areas of operation. These areas were known as the
A, B, C, and D Plants, and were established according to the four primary types of work which
took place at Rocky Flats. The site was so undeveloped at that time that there were still large
spans of meadow between the four plants, with gravel roads connecting them. The A Plant
included Building 444 operations, which involved almost exclusively the fabrication of depleted
uranium parts. What is now known as Building 881 was known as the B Plant, which recovered
enriched uranium and manufactured components from the same. What was known as the C Plant
is now Building 771. The C Plant housed plutonium operations, and the D Plant in Building 991
was the center of final product assembly operations. Each building was designed to be self- -
contained so that if any of the plants became inoperative, the remainder could continue to fulfill
their functions (Putzier, 1982; ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[39]). U '

Security in the 1950s was so tight that only a handful of people had clearances to get into more
than one building, and most employees had no idea what went on in areas of the plant other than
their own. Plant employees were bussed from the front gate to their buildings, since no personal
vehicles were allowed on-site. It has even been reported that some managers couldn't gain access
to their own production personnel in the areas in which they worked (Putzier, 1982; Buffer, 1990).

Additions to the facilities at Rocky Flats have been almost continuous since 1951. A few periods,
however, have involved more construction than others. A major facility expansion was initiated
in 1955 .and was referred to as Part IV construction.. A second major plant expansion, Part V
construction, began in 1967 (USDOE, 1992). Another was in 1956 and 1957, with the addition
of ten buildings, most of which were directly related to the change of the weapon concept to a
hollow unit and anticipated production increases. This buildup included the construction of
Buildings 447, 776, 777, 883, 997, 998, and 999, along with additions to Buildings 444, 881, and
771. ' :

S ) \

A few years later, Rocky Flats became the primary manufacturer of triggers under the single
mission concept, at a time roughly coincident with the onset of the Cold War. The result was a
dramatic rise in production at Rocky Flats in the 1960s. By 1964, the plant appeared as shown in
Figure 3-5, and the work force reached a plateau of around 3,000 people that lasted about 15
.years. Other build-ups included the beginning of an expansion including Building 559 in 1967, and
several significant buildings coming on-line in the early 1970s (Buildings 440, 707, 750, and 865)
and at the beginning of the 1980s (Buildings 371 and 460) (Buffer, 1991; unknown author, HS-
404).
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INSERT FIGURE 3-5; 1964 SITE MAP
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The early 1980s also showed a significant upturn in Rocky Flats employment, with a peak at 5,990
in 1984. Representations of the developing plant as it appeared in 1971, 1980, and 1990 are shown
in Figures 3-6 through 3-8. By 1990, the total building space grew to approximately 2.5 million
square feet. Today, the Rocky Flats site appears as shown in Figure 3-9.

3.3 The Main Functions of RocKy Flats and their Development

Stated in the simplest terms, the Rocky Flats Plant is largely a manufacturing facility consolidating
the production and support activities necessary for fabrication of nuclear weapon components.: -
This discussion of Rocky Elats- operational history is broken down into the. following.main .
functional areas of plant activity:

Component Manufacturing and Assembly
Material Recovery and Purification
Research and Development.

Waste Processing

Plant Support

To manufacture a trigger, facilities, equipment, and personnel must be developed.to conduct
precision metalworking and assemble fissionable and non-fissionable materials. In the case of
Rocky Flats, the fissionable materials have nearly always involved uranium and plutonium, and the
key non-fissionable components have for the most part been beryllium, aluminum, and stainless
steel. The primary production materials used at Rocky Flats are among the most expensive and
tightly controlled in the world.

Although the general types of activities performed at the plant have not significantly changed
during the course of its history, there have been a few notable changes in specific operations at the
plant. In the late 1950s there came a greater emphasis on the use of plutonium in the weapon
design rather than the heavier amount of enriched uranium used in earlier models. This, coupled
with the transfer of enriched uranium contract work to the Oak Ridge Reservation in 1963, resulted
in most of the enriched uranium work moving out of Rocky Flats by 1964. Beryllium has nearly
always been present at Rocky Flats, but it wasn't actually used in full-scale, production operations
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until 1958. Prior to that, it was involved in the earlier phases of weapons development. Americium
recovery also did not start until 1957 (Putzier, 1982). In addition to functioning as a step in the
plutonium recovery process, the americium line was actually a cash producer. Until the americium
market demand fell off in the 1980s, americium was widely used in smoke detectors, batteries, and
medical diagnostic tracers (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[34,43,62,65]). Stainless steel component
work came to Rocky Flats in 1964 from the American Car and Foundry Company in Albuquerque.
That contractor lost its agreement with the Atomic Energy Commission for economic reasons and

the contract went to Dow at Rocky Flats. Stainless steel operations (known as the "J Line") began - .

in Building 881 and were there until 1984, when they were moved into Building 460, which was.
newly.constructed to house those operations and some from Building 444. These "consolidated

.. manufacturing" operations remain in Building 460 today (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[31,35,39,27])...

During the course of manufacturing these metal products, wastes are produced which consist of
the fissionable and non-fissionable materials, associated lubricating and cleaning compounds, and

other materials such as rags, slags, clothing, tools, and paints. Since these wastes include materials . -

that are extraordinarily costly to procure and are sensitive in terms of national security, it was
economically imperative to recover these materials from wastes prior to their disposal.

Since the plant opened, there has been a heavy emphasis on recovering fissionable materials from
manufacturing residues. During the period of waste oil storage in the area now known as the 903
pad, the scientists and engineers at the plant were attempting to develop means to recover both the
fissionable materials and the oils which they contaminated (Seed et al., 1971). For various reasons,
acceptable recovery methods were never devised, and the waste oils were finally treated by fixation

. with cement and shipped off-site for burial. Facilities to perform recovery and purification of

plutonium and uranium were among the first to go into operation at Rocky Flats.

Research and development has always been a part of the activities at the plant (Campbell, 1986;
USDOE, 1980). The focus of the work, however, has not been in the area of weapons design or
development. Rather, it has been directed toward three areas: 1) basic understanding of the
materials handled at the plant (for example, metallurgy of plutonium and uranium), 2) improving
the recovery and purification of those materials, and 3) improving the manufacturing operations
and assembly techniques.
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INSERT FIGURE 3-6; 1971 SITE MAP
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INSERT FIGURE 3-7; 1980 SITE MAP
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INSERT FIGURE 3-8;\1990 SITE MAP -
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INSERT FIGURE 3-9; 1991 SITE PHOTO
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Research and development activities have also focused on understanding the causes of accidents,
thereby reducing the potential for future injuries and liability. One example of this was the 1964
plutonium/carbon tetrachloride explosion in Building 776, which sparked a number of R & D
" projects that examined the interaction of plutonium with a variety of solvents.

Waste processing, to varying degrees, has always been a part of the activities at the plant. The
Atomic Energy Commission recognized the potential health impact posed by releases of radioactive
contaminants into the environment, and set requirements for monitoring airborne and waterborne

effluents and recordkeeping under which the plant was required to operate since the day it opened. °
The waste processing practices have varied over time as scientists' understanding of radiation .
improved, knowledge in the area of waste technology progressed, and tighter regulatory ..
requirements were enacted. Because of its size and location, the plant has always had its own

‘sanitary waste treatment facilities-in addition to those handling industrial wastes.’

The plant has a number of support groups which are typical to many large manufacturing facilities,
such as administrative and finance organizations, utilities and facilities management groups, and
health and safety personnel. The plant has some support organizations which are unique because
the plant handles a large amount of radioactive materials in various forms. One is the Criticality
Lab, or Nuclear Safety Group, which is dedicated to identifying and directing control of the
potential for spontaneous nuclear fission chain reactions (criticalities) in the conduct of plant
activities. Another unique support function has been provided by the Filter Testing group, which
provides pre- and post-installation testing of the high efficiency particulate air (HEPA) filters used
in ventilation exhaust systems and performs testing of personnel respirators. These and other
support activities are discussed in Section 3.3.5, Plant Support.

3.3.1 Material Recovery and Purification

~ The purpose of Recovery Operations is to recover and purify the fissionable material used in the
weapon systems which are of strategic importance. As much of the material as is economically
feasible is récovered from wastes generated during the manufacturing -processes, since these
materials are extremely expensive, difficult to obtain, and controlled for national security reasons.
The manufacturing wastes can vary from rags contaminated with a small concentration of material
to almost pure metal turnings generated by machining operations.

At Rocky Flats, recovery has always been a part of operations, and the plant has always operated
under requirements which dictate how much nuclear material could be present in the various types
of wastes discarded by the plant. For some time Rocky Flats performed recovery on manufacturing
wastes bearing plutonium, americium, and uranium. Recovery operations in recent years were
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~ limited to plutonium materials, as enriched uranium operations were moved to the Oak Ridge
Reservation, and americium operations have been scaled back due to the lack of a market for the
radionuclide. '

Plutonium Recovery and Purification.

When Building 771 became operational in' 1953, the operations performed there included both

“plutonium recovery and purification' and plutonium ‘component manufacturing. Plutonium:. - -

operations began in the spring of 1953, and were designed as a copy of the Los Alamos plutonium. :
. facility. The first personnel hired to.operate the 771 recovery line were sent to Los.Alamos to learn .

the operations there prior to working in the building. In 1953, there was only one "Chem Line". -

in operation. It had the capacity-to produce plutonium buttons of approximately 300 gram size.
Later, in 1955, an "East Chem Line" started up which had the capability of producing buttons of
a two kilogram size. Both lines operated for a while, producing plutonium metal. Eventually, the
capacity of the operations reached approximately 12 kilograms per day. Around 1965, the
complexity and demand on the operations had increased to a point that the original cafeteria was
taken over as a production area and a new cafeteria and offices were built on to the north end of
the building (Putzier, 1982; Navratil and Miner, 1984). The expanded production area was used
for the addition of five dissolution lines, which roughly increased the plutonium recovery
throughput by a factor of 20 over that of the original facility (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[65]).

In 1968, the decision was made to replace Building 771 recovery opérations. Ground-breaking
took place in 1973 for what was to become Building 371. The new facility was plagued with
problems from the onset of construction, and delays prevented "cold start-up" before 1981. Design
flaws finally resulted in Building 371 chemical processing being shut down in 1985 before ever
achieving full-scale operation (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[33,65] and Crisler, 1991).

In the very early years, Building 771 housed essentially all of the plutonium operations; recovery,
fabrication of metal buttons from plutonium nitrate solution, and component fabrication and
storage. Atthattime, assembly of the plutonium components with non-plutonium components was
done in Building 991. Many of the plutonium fabrication operations were moved from Building
771 to building 776 when it came on line in 1958, with the recovery operations staying in 771
(Putzier, 1982).

Originally, plutonium at Rocky Flats came from Hanford as plutonium nitrate in small, stainless
steel florence flasks packaged in cylindrical steel carrying cases shaped like small telephone cable
reels. The nitrate was vacuum-transferred into a vessel where plutonium dioxide was precipitated
by the addition of hydrogen peroxide. The dioxide was converted to fluoride, which was converted
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“to a metal button by calcium-iodine reduction. Later, plutonium also came in the form of buttons
from Hanford. Occasionally, plutonium nitrate feed was also received from the Oak Ridge
Reservation. Around 1959, these shipments dropped off, and the majority of the plutonium feed
to recovery and purification operations was recycled material, either from site returns, the foundry,
or the waste products from the recovery operation itself. Site returns are weapon components that

have been retired and returned to Rocky Flats for disassembly and recovery of materials. Some
of the plutonium which went through the system at this time came from outside sources in the form:. BN
of plutonium dioxide (Putzier, 1982; Navratil and Miner, 1984). Later shxpments of plutomum:,:- e

. were made in the form of metal buttons from Savannah aner o

‘ P.lutonium recovery.has always been.a batch-oriented process,. conducted in glove-boxes similar .-

"+ to those in Building 707 shown in Figure 3-10. Capabilities of some of the associated facilities'and.

equipment have changed to produce larger batches more efficiently. For example, around 1963, .

a continuous rotary fluorinator was installed which allowed greater control and more consistency

in that step of the process. As a result, larger batches of plutonium could be handled. Since the

beginning of operations, the basic recovery process has undergone relatively little change (Tesitor,
1971). Most changes have been refinements to provide for more throughput and changes to the
facilities to improve worker safety. Those changes to the recovery operation processes which
_ could have impacted emissions are discussed below.

In the mid 1960s, Rocky Flats made pits and other components for "Safety Shots" in addition to
routine production. The Safety Shot testing was done to characterize the potential hazards that
could arise from accidents involving nuclear weapons, that is accidents in which no nuclear
explosion occurs, for example as a result of airplane crashes or missile malfunctions. This testing
was not conducted at the Rocky Flats Plant. The nuclear weapons or weapon components were
placed alongside conventional explosives, and the conventional explosives were then detonated.
These "shots" were performed under varying conditions to assess the potential for dispersal of
radioactive material or nuclear weapon detonation. Some of the tests involved placing other
nuclear weapons or pits at various proximities to a nuclear explosion to determine if the
components would
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INSERT FIGURE 3-10; TYPICAL GLOVE-BOX LINE
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" remain functional, would-be rendered inoperable, or would detonate. Still other tests involved
detonating only a single point of the high-explosives cluster surrounding the pit to determine if the
design was "one-point safe", in other words did not yield a nuclear explosion.

Rocky Flats also produced components from other metallic radionuclides on a limited basis for
incorporation into pits for "Special Order" operations. The inclusion of these radionuclides as
tracers (namely neptunium -237, americium-240, plutonium-238, and an isotope of curium).into
- the makeup of the triggers.allowed scientists to track the reactions of the detonation (Chclesk

1991; RE-891([9,31,43,52)). - . o :

"Specxal Recovery processed the plutonium tracer materials. Eventually, leftover tracer materials
had to be taken-out of the plutonium streams, and that too became part of Special Recovery
operations. Today Special Recovery operations include the Oralloy and Part V Leaching lines, in
which surface impurities are removed from enriched uranium and plutomum components
(Rockwell, 1981; ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891(9,27,43]).

Plutonium recovery operations are depicted in Figure 3-11. The recovery process is often
described in terms of functional divisions - "fast" and "slow" recovery operations. The fast side
basically processes plutonium nitrate solution, turning the liquid to a solid (powder) and then to
metal. The slow side receives those materials which have more impurities, and as a result require
more pre-processing before entering the fast side process of conversion to metal (Crisler, 1991).

Prior to implementation of the molten salt extraction process in 1968, almost all plutonlum -bearing

materials went through slow recovery operations, for example reactor generated plutonium, site -

returns, metal chips, and foundry skull and other forms of high purity metal residues generated by
machining operations. These materials had to first be put into a plutonium nitrate form via the slow
side operations and then introduced into the fast cycle line for conversion to a solid and reduction
to metal. Since the introduction of the molten salt extraction (MSE) process in 1968, some of the
essentially pure plutonium metal, such as the metal from site returns, has gone through MSE to
remove americium ingrowth and has then been forwarded directly to plutonium foundry operations
in Building 777 for casting and subsequent processing into plutonium components. The need for
these materials to go through the chemical recovery process was eliminated. As aresult, slow cycle
recovery now receives materials such as effluents and waste products from the fast cycle, rags,
paper goods, sweepings, and other wastes. It no longer processes the purer forms of plutonium.
As before, though, materials which have gone through the slow recovery cycle are then sent
through the fast cycle for further purification.
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INSERT FIGURE 3-11; PLUTONIUM RECOVERY OPERATIONS FLOWCHART
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One of the primary objectives of the recovery operation is to process the waste material until it can
be safely and economically discarded. To provide a quantitative target by which to measure the
discardability of wastes, limits have been set which define concentrations of radioactive
contaminants in materials which will be discarded or processed for recovery. These economic
discard limits (EDLSs) identify the concentration of a particular nuclear material present in a waste
- product, below which it is not economically feasible to attempt recovery. Below the EDL, the
material can be disposed of as radioactive waste. S

In plutonium operations, the basic fast cycle recovery operations involve an aqueous dissolution

process, followed by precipitation, calcination, hydrofluorination, and reduction steps to return the:
solute back into.metallic form. Nitric acid is the primary chemical used in the dissolution steps,.

although the operation also involves aluminum. nitrate, calcium fluoride, and water. After
dissolution, the nitrate mixture undergoes a peroxide precipitation step which converts- the
plutonium to solid plutonium peroxide, which in turn is heated (calcined) to change it to plutonium
dioxide, a powder that is often called "green cake". The plutonium dioxide is then reacted with

anhydrous hydrogen fluoride vapor in a rotary tube to convert it to plutonium tetrafluoride, "pink

cake." The PuF, is then reduced by reaction with calcium to convert it to plutonium metal. The
final product "button" is washed and moved to storage until needed for production.feedstock.
Liquid wastes which are generated by fast cycle recovery are either transferred over to slow cycle
recovery or sent to building 774 for treatment, provided duplicate sampling demonstrates that
residual radioactivity concentrations are within acceptable levels. » -

Slow recovery operations involve different types of processes, depending upon the nature of the
wastes to be handled. For example, combustible residues, such as plastic bags and Kimwipes, are
incinerated to reduce the bulk of the materials and convert the plutonium to an oxide form. The
slow side also receives effluents from the fast cycle for further recovery of any plutonium in those
streams. Other processes are designed to recover plutonium from lab wastes, molten salt process
residues, and other solutions by various methods including dissolution and cation or anion
exchange. The resulting nitrate solutions from the slow cycle processes are then introduced into
fast cycle operations prior to the peroxide precipitation step.

There are three primary recovery processes in slow recovery: anion exchange, dissolution, and
cation exchange. The most significant of these is probably the anion exchange process, which
receives effluents from the other two. Anion exchange primarily receives effluents from the fast
cycle precipitation operation, with the dissolution and cation exchange operations contributing to

alesser degree. Dissolution gets its feed, in part, in the form of incinerator ash. The feed may also

be made up of plutonium dioxide from oxidation operations in Building 771 and other buildings.
The resulting effluent goes to anion exchange. Cation exchange feed comes from lab wastes and
the chloride salt processes. The main reason for the cation exchange operation is to remove
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chlorides, which can create severe corrosion problems for the anion exchange equipment, from
plutonium bearing materials that contain them. Once these materials go through the cation
exchange, they can then be transferred to anion exchange without complications.

Prior to 1960, dissolution was followed by a solvent extraction step which used tributylphosphate
as the solvent and dodecane as the diluent. The solvent extraction was followed by cation
exchange. Around 1960, solvent extraction was eliminated from the recovery process line because
the materials going through the recovery process were becoming more and more varied. A new
process was required which could handle the variety.of feed materials. The solvent extraction
process ' was replaced by anion exchange. This was made possible by raising the molarity of the

. solution following dissolution.by adding higher molarity nitric acid. The.resulting:solution could ... .....:. .

then be sent directly on to anion exchange.” The process has since remained the same (Crlsler ’
1991; Chelesk 1991; RE-891[11,43,9,49)).

Liquid wastes which were generated from. the plutonium recovery processes that were below
established concentration limits for radioactivity were sent to liquid waste processing operations
in Building 774 to be processed. Liquid waste generated by the recovery processes which
exceeded radioactivity limits were reintroduced into the feed materials for the recovery operations
and run through the process again.

The airborne emissions from Building 771 have always been controlled to some degree since the
* building came on line in 1953. In the early years, control was primarily achieved by a double stage
of HEPA filtration to capture particulate materials. Since the production radionuclides were
generally in particulate form, the HEPA filters were well suited for control of radioactive emissions.

For the most part, however, there were no control devices for the non-radioactive chemical vapors
or gaseous materials, with the exception of scrubbers on the hydrofluorinator and the calciner,
which have always been in place to reduce acid emissions from these processes. The Building 771
incinerator has always been equipped with a scrubber as well, and has a separate plenum with
HEPA filtration (Navratil and Miner, 1984; ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[47,49,50, 63,13,27,21)).

There is a large, double tower scrubber on the main plenum system which was installed in the late
1960s to control nitric acid emissions. After the large scrubber was installed, it was noticed that
the cooled scrubbing wash did an excellent job of drying out the plenums; it was cooled to 6 °C,
and so would dehumidify the glove-box air. As aresult, all of the "wet" glove-boxes were switched
over to this plenum a few years after the scrubber went into service (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-
891[21]). '
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For the most part, emissions from 771 have been controlled by HEPA filtration. Originally, the
building filtration consisted of two stages of HEPAs. F ollowing the 1969 fire in Buildings 776 and
7717, two more stages were added for protection against a similar fire in Building 771. The
production area glove-boxes are on plenum systems with yet two more stages of HEPA filtration,
for a total of six stages of filtration. Laboratory operations in Building 771 go through a total of
four stages of filtration (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[47, 49,50,63,13,27,21)).

- Uranium Recovery and Purification . Y et

.. Rocky.Flats.at.one'time had a recovery: line for.enriched.uranium. Enriched uranium is defined as ..
~© uranium having a larger fraction of fissionable U-235 than the approximate 0.7% found in naturally--
- occurring uranium. The enriched uranium processed at Rocky Flats has typically contained-about

93% U-235 by weight. Enriched uranium was processed at Rocky Flats during the period when
. the Department of Defense maintained duplicate facilities to manufacture each major weapon
component or material. The Oak Ridge Y-12 Plant was the other enriched uranium facility.

~ Building 881 was constructed in 1952, and at that time housed enriched uranium component
manufacturing, including machining and fabrication of parts. When the chemical recovery line
began enriched uranium recovery from metal residues created in the manufacturing processes in
1954, Building 881 then housed all enriched uranium operations, from casting to forming,
machining, assembly, recovery, and purification. The raw material came from the Oak Ridge
Reservation, primarily in the form of hockey puck-size "buttons" of pure metal, although other
forms were also provided in smaller quantities, such as uranyl nitrate and alloy scraps (Crisler,
1991).

Uranium recovery operations in Building 881 were modeled after processes developed during and
after World War Il at Los Alamos and the Oak Ridge Reservation. The Building 881 process was
similar to the 1950s plutonium recovery process that included solvent extraction. Uranium

recovery had fast and slow sides and involved similar chemistry, but dibutylethylcarbutol was used °

as the solvent instead of the tributyl phosphate and dodecane used as the solvent and diluent in
plutonium recovery. Overall, the basic plutonium and uranium recovery operations were similar
in almost all respects (Navratil and Miner, 1984).

Building 881 also operated solvent stills to enable the plant to discard spent solvents, oils, and

mixtures of the two. The "heels" of the stills were scrubbed with nitric acid to reclaim the uranium, -

and then were discarded as well. There have been reports that some of the distilled solvent was
reused, but it has been estimated that the amount of distilled solvent which was accepted for reuse
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was only about ten percent. The discarded oil was drummed and sent to an area known as the
"Mound" and was later moved to the Building 903 drum storage area. .

For some time, the 881 chemical recovery operations included an "oralloy leaching" operation, in
which returned or rejected enriched uranium weapons parts were subjected to a spraying of hot
nitric acid to remove residual plutonium surface contamination. Some amount of uranium would
also be removed by the acid leaching. Associated solutions were evaporated, and the concentrate
precipitated with ammonia gas, calcined to a dry oxide form, and analyzed for plutonium content.
Oxide that was sufficiently high.in plutonium content was sent to the Savannah'River Plant, while
that which was low in plutonium content was sent to the Oak Ridge Y-12 Plant for recovery of the

..uranium.- Over time, the exhaust system associated with the oralloy leach process.accumulated a -
_ build-up of .plutonium, which was eventually removed with the plenum filters and treated :as ..

- plutonium waste.

Building 881 was constructed with the intention of conducting enriched uranium machining
operations. To minimize the escape of radioactivity to the atmosphere, manufacturing and
laboratory operations were exhausted through a main plenum equipped with HEPA filtration prior

to release through a stack. The floors in the process areas were surfaced with stainless steel -

sheeting with welded seams to contain spills and fa'ci’litate cleaning.

When chemical recovery operations were installed a short time later, they were equipped with
scrubber systems to treat air streams prior to release to the main, HEPA-filtered plenum. There
were three types of scrubber systems; acid, caustic, and hydrofluoric acid (HF). Each was
downstream of the processes for which they were suited. The dissolvers, vacuum stills, and several
of the storage tanks exhausted to the acid scrubber. The hydrofluorinator was.the only process on
the HF scrubber. The caustic scrubber received the gasses from the two other scrubbers and sent
them on to the building exhaust system. The spent scrubbing solutions were recycled through the
recovery process to further reclaim any uranium collected.

When the Department of Defense decided to eliminate the redundancy in the weapons
manufacturing facilities, enriched uranium operations were given entirely to the Oak Ridge
Reservation. Consequently, uranium operations in Building 881 were shut down in 1962 and
subsequently decontaminated and decommissioned. The building was "completely idle” from
approximately 1964 to 1966, at which time stainless steel operations became operational after
relocation from Albuquerque, New Mexico (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[39,48,31,67,36)).

Americium Recovery and Purification

Sy
TV
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The need to process americium at Rocky Flats resulted from increases in both production at the
plant in the mid-1950s and the number of site returns. There was a pressing need to deal with the
americium being encountered in the plutonium handled at Rocky Flats, since in-growth of Am-241
from Pu-241 decreases the effectiveness of the plutonium and creates a personnel exposure
problem stemming from its gamma ray emissions. The plant had a backlog of americium-containing
sludge which was being generated from the plutonium recovery peroxide precipitation step effluent.
As aresult, in 1957 an americium line was put into Building 771. From the late 1950s until the late

1970s, americium was recovered and purified at the plant for resale. Americium was used in = = . :
* - medical diagnostic tracer procedures, in ionization type smoke detectors, and in static.eliminators. 71 -« 0 -
. The Atomic Energy Commission requested that -Rocky Flats provide americium for use as a -
..medical tracer.. The demand for americium dropped off in the. late.1970s,. and. the americium ..

removed in the plutonium purification process subsequently went to Building 774 to be processed
as aradioactive waste. Currently, americium operations are limited to those molten salt extraction
operations needed to purify plutonium metal (Putzier, 1982; ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[65,62,43 4,
49]). In 1986, DOE declared americium a waste product and the material has since been discarded
in associated waste streams.

The processes historically used at Rocky Flats for extraction, purification, and recovery of
americium are depicted in Figure 3-12. Americium operations have evolved through three methods
of recovery and purification. From the time the americium recovery operation started up in 1957

to 1967, the feed for the process was the filtrate from the peroxide precipitation step on the .

plutonium recovery line. This was the era of the first method used for americium recovery and saw
little change, except for the addition of a few additional steps in 1962 to create a more stable
product form. In 1967, the feed for americium recovery became the salts from the new Molten Salt
_Extraction (MSE) process. From 1967 to the late 1970s, the processes used for americium
recovery evolved. The original recovery process evaporated the plutonium peroxide precipitation
effluent and separated the americium that remained in solution by anion exchange. The americium-
containing column effluent went on to a very tedious and complicated operation known as the
ammonium thiocyanate process. The resulting product was pale pink americium chloride.
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INSERT FIGURE 3-12; AMERICIUM RECOVERY PROCESS FLOWCHART i |
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A slight change was made to the ammonium thiocyanate process in 1962 by adding oxalate
precipitation and calcination steps, which resulted in an americium oxide product that was preferred
because of its stability. Nonetheless, the process during this entire period was "messy," resulted
-in a disproportionate amount of waste solutions, and created personnel exposure problems due to
the relatively large amount of manual operations and maintenance required. Worst of all, the
americium recovery rate was as low as ten to twenty percent (Crisler, 1991).

. In 1967, the Molten Salt Extraction process came into being and became the feed source for
americium purification. In MSE, molten americium-bearing plutonium is brought into contact with

- molten NaCl-KC1-MgCl, salt, and the Am.is separated from the Pu by equilibrium partitioning.with..... .

'the salt by oxidation-reduction reactions. The advantage ‘to the MSE process was that the
plutonium metal from site returnis could go through MSE and then directly to the foundry for re-
casting without the need for the plutonium metal to be oxidized (burned), dissolved, and sent
through the chemical plutonium purification process (fast recovery) before it could go to the
foundry.

The americium-bearing MSE salts presented a new feed source for americium purification. In
preparation for the ammonium thiocyanate process, the salts went through dissolution, hydroxide
precipitation, and anion exchange. There were personnel exposure problems associated with the
hydroxide precipitation step, and in 1973 it was replaced with a cation-exchange procedure.. The
entire process underwent one more major change in 1975, in which the ammonium thiocyanate
steps were eliminated and the-americium was recovered from the anion effluent by oxalate
precipitation with subsequent calcination to form the more stable oxide (Putzier, 1982).

~ Since 1976, MSE salts have gone to the salt scrub process instead of to americium purification.
Salt scrub makes a "scrub alloy" of Am, Pu, and gallium that is shipped to Oak Ridge for further
processing. By 1979, the demand for americium had dropped to a point where it was no longer
economically feasible to recover and purify. Americium was still present in site returns and needed
to be extracted to maintain acceptable plutonium purity. MSE operations had kept the americium
- isolated from the plutonium recovery operations in Building 771 for several years, resulting in a
cleaner stream of plutonium entering recovery operations. Americium recovery and purification
operations were shut down in 1980, and americium work was limited to that required to extract
americium from the plutonium metal in site returns.
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3.3.2 Component Manufacturing and Assembly

When the plant began operations in the early 1950s, the majority of the components were enriched
uranium, depleted uranium, and plutonium. The plutonium fraction was considerably smaller than
the other two materials. When the "A Plant" (now Building 444) started operating in 1953, it was
devoted entirely to depleted uranium manufacturing. A short time later, limited beryllium
-operations went in on a pre-production scale to prepare for the upcoming changes in the weapon.
- Enriched uranium operations were in "B Plant", now Building 881. There was a heavy workload

- of .enriched uranium operations during those. first few 'years because the design:of the pit ..
.. incorporated a relatively large amount of the material. The plutonium operations at that time were -
... relatively.small, and Building 771 (then."C Plant")-housed essentially all plutonium manufacturing -

-and recovery. All of the components from these three areas were assembled in what 1S now ..

Building 991, then called the "D Plant" (Crisler, 1991). . : ,

‘During this time frame, the nation's weapon manufacturing complex consisted of dual facilities for -.

the fabrication of weapon components. Hanford was manufacturing plutonium components like
those made at Rocky Flats, and the Oak Ridge Reservation was manufacturing uranium
components. The components from these two other plants were shipped to "D" Plant (Building
991) at Rocky Flats for assembly, as were components from "B" and "C" Plants on site. At the
time, the majority of depleted uranium components manufactured in "A" Plant went directly to the
Pantex Plant in Texas (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891 [74, 75, 78]).

In 1957, there was a change in the concept of the weapon which resulted in a shift in the relative
amounts of the materials used in the pits. More plutonium was called for, in a design that required
considerably more plutonium machining and handling. Consequently, Buildings 776 and 777 went
into service to handle the increased plutonium workload and 771 became primarily recovery
operations. Building 776 was the plutonium machining facility and Building 777 took over most
of the assembly operations from 991. Building 991 was then destined to be utilized for storage and
research and development, although it was a few more years before all assembly operations had
moved out.

The new concept also required beryllium components. There had been some beryllium operations
in Building 444 in preparation for regular pit production, and in 1958 beryllium operations became
a significant portion of Rocky Flats' work (Campbell, 1986). The components manufactured in
Building 444 no longer went directly to Pantex. Instead, they began to be incorporated into the
final assembly operations in Building 777. The depleted uranium workload decreased significantly
as beryllium became more prevalent in the new design.
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The shape of the components in the new weapon concept required a significant amount of rolling
and forming of both types of uranium, and space in existing facilities became inadequate. Building
883 was constructed to handle the rolling and forming of uranium. Building 883 was designed with
two functional areas ("sides") to prevent cross-contamination; the "B" side handled enriched
uranium and the "A" side rolled and formed depleted uranium. The plant was so pressed to begin
production of the new type of weapon component that operations began in Building 883 before the
roof was completed. To prevent emissions from these early operations and to protect the machinery
and materials from the elements, enclosures were. placed around the process equipment.

.~ Because :of the'Single mission concept.that-came about'in the early.1960s, Rocky Flats lost its

“.-..enriched uranium.work to the.Oak Ridgé Reservation in 1962.. Building 881.laid idle for a.few ... .

. years until 1964, when the enriched uranium areas were decontaminated and decommissioned and
conversion began to accommodate stainless steel operations when they moved to Rocky:Flats in
1966. During the period of stainless steel operations, depleted uranium continued to be machined
in Building 444. Another result of the enriched uranium operations moving out of Rocky Flats in
1964 was that the B side of Building 883 was converted to beryllium rolling and forming
(ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[36]).

The stainless steel operations, known as the "J Line", came to Rocky Flats from Albuquerque in
1966. The AEC curtailed its contract with the original contractor, American Car and Foundry, for
economic reasons at that time, and the work became part of Rocky Flats' mission. The operations
went into then-vacant Building 881. The operations have since moved to another building on-site,
. but remain a significant part of component manufacturing operations in modern-day times.

In 1969, a major fire in Buildings 776 and 777 resulted in some of the operations moving to other
buildings in order to keep up with production demands. The machining and foundry operations
- which were involved in the fire-damaged areas of 776 became part of the operations in the new 707
asscmbly building. Those operations remained in 707 and solid waste treatment operations and size
reduction moved in after 776 was restored to operation. That is why plutonium component
manufacturing today seems to flow in such a circuitous route between buildings, travelling from
776 to 707 to 776/777 and back to 707 because of these fire-related changes (ChemRisk, 1991;RE-
891[31,6,17,52,60,65]).

In 1984, Building 460 was completed and stainless steel operations were transferred from Building
881 along with some non-nuclear metalworking operations from Building 444. Building 460 has
since been called "Consolidated Manufacturing" (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[35]).

Many of the manufacturing operations conducted in the various buildings are similar. Some of the
components which have gone into pits have the same approximate shape and relative dimensions,
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and undergo similar machining and metalworking processes regardless of their elemental make-up.
Many beryllium fabrication processes are essentially the same as those for uranium and stainless
steel components. The same processes are regularly employed in the plutonium operations as well.

As mentioned earlier, the plant also manufactures components for other portions of the weapons,
including some for ultimate installation outside of the pit. These operations often employ the same
machining applications as those used for pit production,.but also involve some unique operations.
One example is the reservoir product manufactured at Rocky Flats to. hold a supply of tritium
outside the pit in another part of the finished weapon. Just prior to use of the weapon, the tritium

-1s.introduced into the first stage to "boost!" it,.increasing the explosive yield.: These tritium
-reservoirs have.a limited.shelf life, and need to be replaced periodically.

Vi

- The reservoirs are manufactured in greater numbers than the pits because of this limited shelf life,

so they represent an important portion of the work (and revenue) at the plant. The reservoirs are

- difficult to manufacture, requiring additional equipment beyond that used in pit production because

of their complexity. Because Rocky Flats had proven capabilities for high quality machining work
and had stainless steel facilities in place, the contract for reservoir production went to the plant.
Apparently similar circumstances resulted in Rocky Flats being chosen to perform beryllium and
uranium operations.

Today, the flow of all the components that go into the pit is to Building 707, where they are
assembled into the finished Rocky Flats product. As described earlier, final assembly operations
were at one time in Building 991, and later were housed in Building 777. Weapons components
not involved with production of pits go to Shipping, and eventually on to the Pantex Plant in Texas
for incorporation into the finished weapon.

Beryllium Component Manufacturing

Beryllium operations were not part of the manufacturing process in the first years of plant
operation, but.were part of Production Engineering (Phase 4 of weapon development) of the new,
sealed hollow core concept which was soon to be integrated into the nation's nuclear arsenal.
Originally, beryllium material was received from Brush Industries in the shape of bowls which had
been "chevron-cut” from "logs" of pressed-powder beryllium. These bowls were heat-treated and
then machined to the required dimensions in the southeast comer of Building 444, in a room only
big enough for six to eight lathes. For some time, the plant experimented with casting beryllium
components into "near-net-shapes” which went directly from the foundry to the machine shop for
finish machining. When beryllium operations became part of the primary production line in 1958,
the process had changed to eliminate the near-net-shape casting, and components were shaped from
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blanks that were supplied by an outside vendor. These blanks were pressed into shapes and then
machined into final forms. The plant soon thereafter began conducting its own casting of beryllium
ingots for economic reasons. These ingots were cut up into puck-like billets around which an
- airtight steel casing was welded. The "canned" billet could then be heated and rolled to the desired
thickness, the can cut away, and the remaining blank machined as before. Machining operations
include milling, turning, drilling, and polishing (USDOE, 1986; Barrick, 1982; Campbell 1986;
ChemRisk, 1991: RE-891. [56 71,72, 78, 81 82])

Durmg the mid 1970s the de51gn agencies. (Lawrence Livermore and Los Alamos) made the v
- decision to change over from the wrought process described above to molding.of parts from: -
sintered (pressed powder) blanks.. The.plant.then began receiving blanks from.outside suppliers,. .
and beryllium foundry operations ceased in 1975. By 1980, the foundry had been cleaned up of -

all beryllium and only depleted uranium casting was being conducted in Building 444 (Campbell
1986; ChemRisk, 1991; RE 891[56)]). y

Over the course of operatlons, the beryllium area has undergone three ventilation changes. When
manufacturing started in 1958, the ventilation system consisted of "Aero-Tech" cyclone separator
units placed at each machine to filter the air at the point of operation. The Aero-Tech units
exhausted to the main building exhaust serving the uranium operations. This system was updated
in 1964 by installing a central Aero-Tech unit in the basement of the building that connected to the
main building exhaust. The new system was arranged so that each machine's local ventilation went
down through the floor and to a drop box which collected the heavier debris. The air then went
on through the central plenum to a cyclone separator and then through a single bank of HEPA
filters prior to reaching the building's filter units (USDOE, 1984).

In 1974, this system was taken out of service and replaced by an overhead duct system which led
to an external chip cyclone and HEPA filtration unit. This system operated until 1986 when the
building's ventilation system was again upgraded.

In 1986, the HEPA filters serving Buildings 444, 447, and 865 were upgraded to include two-

stages of HEPA filtration. Prior to this, the systems contained only one stage in conjunction with
oil-impingement pre-filters. The new system in Building 444 included two types of conveyance
systems - a "low vacuum" local exhaust system to carry the fine particulates and a "high vacuum"
local exhaust to carry the heavier particulates. Each subsystem had its own cyclone separator,
which was then connected to its own HEPA filtration unit.

/

Depleted Uranium Component Manufacturing
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Depleted uranium is by definition uranium which has less of the fissionable U-235 isotope than the
approximate 0.7 percent by weight found in natural uranium. Depleted uranium is rich in the U-
238 isotope, and is often called D-38 or Tuballoy. The term Tuballoy originated from the name
of a British wartime atomic energy project called Tube Alloys Limited. Depleted uranium was

originally received from Paducah, Kentucky in the form of derby-shaped parts. Later, feed material
was received from the Feed Materials Production Center in Fernald, Ohio as ingots in sealed cans.

Depleted uranium operations were:a significant part of the original manufacturing performed at the

plant. They were located entirely within the A Plant, now Building 444. Operations included . & : v o o
casting'and machining of the components from the uranium rich in the U-238 isotope.:: Adoption.. -

. of the implosion weapon concept brought about changes-in fabrication. operations-that required

and forming opérations. Depleted uranium was still cast in Building 444, but was shipped to 883

to be heated and rolled into sheets, from which. blanks were cut and then formed to the required

shape. The shaped pieces were shipped back to Building 444 to be turned, trimmed, and polished

as necessary. In some cases, the component was coated with other materials. From there, the -

component was shipped on-site to final assembly. The operations have remained basically the same
for the last 34 years (Rockwell, 1981b).

One of the changes in the depleted uranium operations came when an arc furnace was installed in
the mid-1970s, providing the capability to produce depleted uranium-niobium alloys. Elements
such as zirconium and niobium could be melted more effectively than was possible with the
Jinduction casting furnaces, thereby creating a more homogenous alloy casting. Prior to use of the
arc furnace, research and development of depleted uranium-niobium alloys involved an electron
beam furnace. This alloying work began in 1966, although full-scale production didn't occur until
the early 1970s (Brekken, 1965 and ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[56]).

. ..additional processing of components. Building 883 was built to fill the need for additional rolling .- . .. .. =" ..
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Enriched Uranium Component Manufacturing

As discussed earlier, enriched uranium is defined as uranium having a larger fraction of the fissile
U-235 isotope than the approximate 0.7% found in naturally-occurring uranium. Enriched uranium
is often called Oralloy, a term derived from Oak Ridge Alloy. The enriched uranium processed at
Rocky Flats has typically contained about 93% U-235 by weight. Originally located in Building

. - 881, enriched uranium operations included production chemistry, foundry operations, fabrication, :
and scrap material recycling. Bu1ld1ng 881 now prlmarlly houses support laboratones offices,data: ..
: processmg, and record keepmg T , S R A

A

. The ongmal concept for the natron s nuclear weapons. 1ncorporated by. today s standards a. large et T

AT

~-...amount of enriched uranium. When the plant first opened, Building 881 had a very.heavy workload

‘.- of -enriched uranium component production and enriched uranium recovery.-. At first, the

components were solid pieces of uranium, machined to certain shapes, which were then assembled
with plutonium, stainless steel, and depleted uranium components in D Plant, now. known as
Building 991 (Putzier, 1982).

The change in the weapon concept which came about in the late 1950s resulted in a significant

downturn in the amount of uranium required in the pit, but actually increased the amount of
machining which went into making the new, hollow components. The basic operations for the
original components involved casting and machining. The hollow design involved the same, but
added rolling, forming, and turning operations as well. The processes used in the latter design
remained basically the same throughout the life of enriched uranium operations at Rocky Flats.

Many other components involving beryllrum stainless steel, aluminum, plutonium, and depleted
uranium employ the same processes.

Enriched uranium (oralloy) component operations left the plant in 1964, along with the uranium
recovery operations. ' The Oak Ridge Reservation took over all enriched uranium operations,
supplying Rocky Flats with the finished uranium components which were incorporated into the final
pit assembly. After Oak Ridge took over the enriched uranium operations, Rocky Flats still
received site returns which contained enriched uranium components. The plant processed those
components with a spray leaching process to remove any external plutonium contamination, and
returned the oralloy parts back to Oak Ridge for reprocessing. Oralloy leaching operations were
originally conducted in Building 881, but were relocated to Building 771 a few years after Oak
Ridge acquired the enriched uranium contract. Oralloy leaching remained in Building 771 through
1989.
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Plutonium Component Manufacturing

In the early years, plutonium metal was reportedly machined in a "dry" state (i.e., without any oils,
using only carbon tetrachloride as a coolant), with as little machining taking place as possible.
Handling the material dry required extra care to prevent spontaneous combustion. Plutonium
components were cast, pressed into shapes, minimally machined to "true" them, and then plated
+ with cadmium:to allow for easier handling. Cadmium was often used to coat the plitonium so that
- it could be handled out in the open with reduced personnel exposure to.neutrons.and -alpha

particles. The first weapons were designed such that they were armed (final assembled) on the way - .= -
to the target, and so certain parts of.the weapon were coated to allow them to be handled without - . - :
.. -.scontainment.. The protective coating also served to.ground the parts against static electricity that.. .".... .

- might be generated while handling them in the field. The protective coating was changed to nickel

. within a few years time, using a process that employed nickel carbonyl. The use of nickel carbonyl

~lasted at least into the late 1960s, although its use in the later years was significantly less than in
. the 1950s, due-in part to design changes in the weapons which-allowed for remote arming of the
warhead prior to delivery (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[3,31,50,63,67,40,48)).

By 1958, because of the change in the weapon concept that demanded a greater amount of
plutonium and different shapes with closer dimensional tolerances, plutonium was no longer cast
to a near-net shape. It was rolled, formed, and machined considerably more than under the
previous weapon concept. Production demand and increases in the machinery required for
manufacturing plutonium components necessitated increasing the associated manufacturing space.
Buildings 776 and 777 were built by 1957 for casting, fabrication, assembly and quality assurance
testing. Some of these processes came from Building 771, but many were new functions.

It was a natural progression for lubricating oil to be added to the machining operations to facilitate
speeding up plutonium machining. The first really significant machining of plutonium began in
1958 with the new operations in Building 776 using Shell Vitrea cutting oil, followed by a washing
with carbon tetrachloride (CCL,). Building 776 housed a centralized oil collection and separation
point, with the solid and liquid fractions sent separately to Building 771. In Building 771, the Ccl,
was distilled out of the oil, and the plutonium recovered from the solids. Building 777 at that time
was the focal point for assembly operations. The practice of using oil coolant during plutonium
machining still exists today. Parts which have been in contact with the coolant are subsequently
degreased using carbon tetrachloride. During those early years, however, the plant did not have
a satisfactory method for handling the spent oils and solvents, and they became one of the biggest
environmental issues for the plant. Now, the spent organic liquids are filtered and then solidified
for disposal (Joshel, 1970; Crisler, 1991).
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In 1969, a major fire in Building 776/777 resulted in relocation of some of the foundry, fabrication,
and assembly operations into Building 707 as soon as it was completed. Some of the operations
remained behind, and after Building 776/777 was repaired, other operations moved in, most notably
waste size reduction operations. The general processes involved in manufacturing of plutonium
components are very similar to those employed in other portions of the plant using other metals.
The plutonium is cast into ingots which are rolled to the desired thickness. A blank is stamped out
of the sheet. The blank is then formed to the desired rough shape, turned, and -then polished.
‘Components are often Jomed w1th other components pollshed and tested for mtegrlty (Rockwe]l

» "1987a; Rockwell, 1981a) e A S

St
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Stainless Steel Component- Manufacturing

Stainless steel operations, known as the "J Line", went into Building 881 in 1966 and remained
there until the completion of Building 460 in 1985. Stainless steel operations from 881 and some
of the operations from 444 were consolidated into Building 460, which is often referred to as
"Consolidated Manufacturing".

A significant portion of the stainless steel’'work is the fabrication of the reservoirs for the tritium
used in the weapon external to the pit. These containers hold a certain amount of tritium gas which
is introduced into the pit just prior to detonation to boost the yield of the explosion. Other stainless
steel work includes the tubes and fasteners associated with the tritium reservoir-to-pit delivery
system (Rockwell, 1981a).

Finished Machine (FM) Compohents

Some of the components which go into the pit are supplied by vendors or from other plants in the
weapons manufacturing complex. These components are verified in number and quality and
typically go on to final assembly with little or no further machining (Rockwell, 1981a).
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Final Product Assembly

The original final assembly building was the "D Plant", now known as Building 991. The final
assembly operations at that time are reported to have used a small amount of solvent for one last
wipe-down of the components and finished product. Final assembly of the early concept design
products was apparently a relatively simple operation. Later, the hollow-core design required more
operations to assemble the pit and greater controls for safety. As a result, Building 777 came on-
line to provide the requisite facilities. The operations involved in final assembly of the hollow-core
design include drilling, welding, brazing, turning and polishing. Instead of a few components, the
hollow" design may have many, in an arrangement which requires more complex fabrication.

-Building 707 received.the final assembly operations shortly after the 1969 fire, which shut down T

Bulldmg 776/7717. F 1nal assembly operatxons remain in Building 707 today.

!

3.3.3 -Waste Processing

Waste processing at Rocky Flats has included both liquid and sohd process wastes as well as
sanitary wastes. Processing of each of these waste types is discussed in this section.

Liquid Process Wastes

Perhaps the primary function at Rocky Flats which has involved the fewest process changes over
the years is the area of liquid waste treatment operations. The processes involved are relatively
simple and have been proven effective in industry and at Rocky Flats.

When Building 774 was built in 1952, its primary purpose was to support Building 771 by treating
its radioactive aqueous waste. The general mission of the waste operations was to reduce the
volume of wastes and put them in a form acceptable for transportation to off-site burial grounds.
The processing of liquid wastes has involved relatively consistent technology over the years, with
some refinements to achieve greater treatment capacity and eliminate off-site discharges (Crlsler
1991).

Liquids transferred to Building 774 are subjected to any necessary Ph adjustment and then go
through a precipitation step to remove radionuclides. The resulting slurry is sent to vacuum filters.
The solids removed from the filters are combined with cement or another solidifying agent and then
shipped to long term storage as transuranic (TRU) mixed (chemically and radioactively hazardous)
waste. The aqueous waste from this first stage goes through a second stage, which is essentially
a repeat of the first. Prior to establishment in 1973 of the policy that Rocky Flats would attempt
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to discharge no process waste to off-site surface waters (a "zero discharge" policy), the aqueous
wastes from this process went to either the solar evaporation ponds or to the "B" series of holding
ponds, depending upon the concentrations of radioactivity present. Below a specified level, waste
water could be discharged to the ponds. The water in the "B" ponds went on to Great Western
Reservoir.

Around 1965, an evaporator was installed.in 774 to treat the liquids that had accumulated in the

solar evaporation ponds. Its limited capacity was not able to eliminate the need for the solar ponds. - -
Water and any volatiles evolved:from the-evaporation process were untreated and discharged.to-
the atmosphere: The concentrate from the evaporator was fed to a double drum-dryer, on which' -

the salt.solution dried and was removed by. a.scraping blade. Water vapor and.volatiles evolved
from the dryer went through a scrubber and demister before venting to the stack, with the liquids
from the scrubber and demister returning to the aqueous treatment process. The evaporator was
taken out in 1979, and the liquids from the second stage of treatment and the solar pords have
since been transferred to Building 374 (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[42,13,61]). -

Building 774 also processes organic liquid wastes. When Building 776 went into service in 1957,
the plant experimented unsuccessfully with a centrifuge in an attempt to process the plutonium-
contaminated organic liquids from machining operations. In 1958, the pace of plutonium
machining and the volume of associated waste oils increased significantly. Building 776 became

the central collection point for the oils where the liquids and solids were separated and sent on to -

_ Building 771. In Building 771, carbon tetrachloride was distilled out of the oil, and plutonium was
recovered from the solids. The still bottoms then became a problem. The spent oil and carbon
tetrachloride were put into drums for storage until a satisfactory method of treatment of the
contaminated material could be found. Those drums were at first buried, and then later were stored
at a location now known as the 903 Pad. The drums that were buried were later unearthed and
disposed of under observation of the Colorado Department of Health (Seed et al., 1971; Joshel,
1970). C

There was a considerable effort over several years to find an effective method to treat the oil so
that it could be re-used or disposed of as non-radioactive waste. Attempts to separate the carbon
tetrachloride from the oil for re-use were unsuccessful and, eventually, the organic liquids were
simply treated by filtration and solidification and sent on to long-term storage as transuranic (TRU)
mixed wastes (Biles, 1970).

The method finally developed involved filtering the spent liquids to remove particulate matter larger
than one micron and then mixing it with calcium silicate to create a gel. In addition, the oil coolant
and carbon tetrachloride were continuously recirculated at the point of use through 30 micron
filters. When the liquids are no longer suitable for continued use, they are filtered through a one
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micron filter and then mixed with the solidifying agent. The mixer-extruder operation was
sometimes referred to as the "Jelly Factory" or the "Grease Plant". The process is essentially the
same today, a one-step process in which the organic liquids are mixed with Envirostone® and
allowed to set up before shipment (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[44,61]; Seed et al., 1971).

Two other small waste streams are treated by Building 774. One is silver recovery from spent .

photo solutions and the other-is a variety of miscellanecous wastes, primarily. from laboratory: . .= -

operations. The latter is simply mixed with cement to solidify it for long-term storage. ..

EAEEY

. Building 374 went into operation in 1980 as an integral part of the new plutonium recovery facility, -« = ... .~
~ .+ Building 371..:1t was .designed. to handle..primarily. the wastes which would be generated by . .

Building 371, but would also help to relieve the demand on 774 and eventually eliminate the need-
to use the solar evaporation ponds as part of the waste operations (Navratil and Miner,,1984).

The processes in Building 374 are essentially the same as those used in Building 774, but newer,
more efficient equipment is used. For example, a four-stage forced evaporation unit is used. As
a result, Building 374 can process more liquid wastes in less time than what was possible with the
old operations in 774. The new facilities were also designed to provide greater safety of operation
through improved containment, control systems, and separation of workers from the operations.
Two of the processes in operation in 774 have not been performed in Building 374. Those are
silver recovery and organic liquid treatment operations.

The chemicals used in liquid waste treatment processes are primarily caustics for Ph adjustment,
reagents such as ferric and magnesium sulfate, and flocculating agents. They are typically mixed
with water and then added to the wastes. No organic solvents are used, but they do treat organic
liquid waste streams. ,

Depending upon the amount of contamination in the waste product, the resulting sludges or solids
are packaged in drums or large wooden boxes and shipped as TRU waste or low specific act1v1ty
(LSA) wastes to approved national storage sites (Navratil and Miner, 1984). ‘

Solid Wastes

Radioactive solid wastes generated at Rocky Flats can be placed into two categories; retrievable
and non-retrievable. The retrievable wastes are those which contain greater than 10 nanocuries
(0.00000001 Ci) of radioactivity per gram of material. These wastes are packaged and stored to
enable them to be repackaged if necessary, or if technology warrants, to enable their retrieval and
the subsequent recovery or treatment of the contained radioactive and/or chemical toxins. The
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kinds of waste which typically fall into this category are the solidified sludges and salts generated
by the liquid waste treatment operations, line-generated wastes such as gloves, clothing, and other
small items, and plutonium-contaminated wastes such as decommissioned glove-boxes, HEPA
filters, or machine tools (Crisler, 1991).

Line generated wastes are placed in a drum until it is full. It is then assayed to determine the

amount of radioactivity within the drum. If the drum content exceeds preestablished criteria; the. .
drum is.unpacked, the items with recoverable plutonium removed, and then the drum is re-packed -. -
with waste of a lower radioactivity. Plutonium-contaminated wastes first go through the size.

.. reduction facilities in Building 776, where attempts are made to remove surface contamination, and -
the waste is.then cut up or crushed to reduce its volume and packaged in sealed remforced boxes.. .-

.which are about four feet square. e . RERR i

Non—retrievable wastes are non-line-generated wastes which have less than 10 nanocuries per gram
‘contamination, and can include chairs, tables, and cabinets. These items are also reduced in volume
in the size reduction facilities and packaged in 55-gallon drums or wooden boxes.

In almost every case, radioactive solid wastes have been shipped off-site to a federally approved
storage or disposal facility. However, as documented in Section 5 of this report, there have been
* some cases in which on-site disposal of solid waste was practiced. Up until 1970, sanitary waste
sludges were buried on-site, usually in the plant landfill. Since then, sanitary sludge has been

shipped to a federally approved facility for disposal as radioactive waste. There were other,

instances of on-site burial of contaminated materials, most notably soils which were contaminated
as a result of the 1969 fire and other soils excavated during cleanup of the laundry waste outfall
formerly located on the north side of Building 771 (USDOE, 1986; Yoder, 1984).

Non-radioactive solid wastes generated at Rocky Flats include the typical types of materials found

in municipal garbage: paper, food items, office waste, lumber, and so on. This material is disposed
in the plant's on-site landfill. The original Plant landfill, located on the south side of the plant,

opened in 1952 and closed in August, 1968 (see Figure 5-4). An incinerator was also in operation

at that time, in Facility 219 on the west access road. With a few exceptions, non-radioactive
combustible waste was burned in the incinerator and the resultant ashes were dumped on the
ground adjacent to it and covered with dirt (Seastone, 1973; Owen and Steward, 1974). It has
been estimated that less than 100 grams of slightly radioactive depleted uranium contaminated
combustibles were burned along with the general plant waste during the period from 1952 to 1968
(Plltmgsrud 1973).
\

The second landfill, which is in operation today, opened in August, 1968, and is on the north side
of the plant. In 1971, the plant instituted a program which required that all ordinary wastes
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originating in plutonium areas be monitored for radioactivity prior to placement in the dumpsters
destined for the landfill (Rockwell, 1988; Yoder, 1984).

Sanitary Wastes

.-Liquid .sanitary wastes at the Rocky Flats Plant are comprised of the sewage:resulting from

-+ treatment. of wastes from rest rooms, showers and sinks, food service.areas; and. cooling tower .

».blowdown. The liquid sanitary waste operations are kept separate from the liquid process waste

--/ioperations to prevent contamination of the sanitary waste streams. In addition, the sanitary wastes
.. which originate from plutonium areas are kept separate from those from other areas until théy reach... . ..

two holding tanks upstream from the treatment plant. - At that point, they can be retained and
sampled to check for contamination. From those holding tanks, the sewage is processed as-in many
other municipal wastewater treatment facilities, through a series of clarifiers, aerators, and
digesters, with the sludges becoming a waste and the liquids going through a final disinfection step
before release. This basic process has remained essentially the same throughout the operation of
the plant (Rockwell, 1981a).

The final disposition of the 'sludges has changed over the years. In the early years, the sanitary
sludges were disposed on-site in trenches constructed for their disposal. These were trenches T-2
through T-8 (see Figure 5-4). At that time, some of the floor drains in the manufacturing buildings
were not isolated from the sewage treatment plant, and the sanitary sludge became contaminated
with uranium and plutonium. From 1954 to 1968, trenches T-2 through T-8 received

approximately 100 tons of sewage sludge. When the second landfill opened in 1968, it began

- receiving the sludges, and continued to receive them until 1969. At that time, the sludges were
declared to be low-level radioactive waste and have since been shipped off-site for disposal at
federally approved disposal sites (Facer, 1970; Putzier, 1970; Hazle, 1985; Steward, 1973).

The final disposition of treated sanitary liquid effluent has also undergone some changes since the
plant first opened. As discussed in Section 5, in the early years of plant operation, low-level process
waste, specifically laundry waste, was discharged directly to Walnut Creek. While the water
released was reported as not exceeding applicable radioactivity concentration guides, it did contain
some low-level concentrations of plutonium and uranium. The Building 771 outfall became
contaminated from this practice. Later, it was decided to send laundry waste to the sewage
treatment plant. As a result, sewage treatment plant sludge became contaminated. On December
21, 1973, the release of laundry waste into Walnut Creek was stopped. The plant has attempted
to comply with a "zero-discharge" policy, wherein all liquids are evaporated or solidified for off-site
disposal (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[5,7,32] and US}ERDA, 1975).
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3.3.4 Research and Development

Under the general heading of Research and Development, this section discusses some activities
which have taken place at the Rocky Flats facility which are not directly related to the plant's main
mission, the production of nuclear weapon triggers. A significant fraction of the historical
investigation was devoted to studying the research, development, "Special Order", and "cash sales"
-activities which have been a part of Rocky Flats history by way of extensive document reviews and

. interviews. Such activities were reviewed in search of any associated processes, practices, or
- events:which could have potentially affected the off-site public, and might not have received the -
-~ usual level of scrutiny:because they were not associated:with primary plant:production. This

... Investigation has revealed several.projects.which have.involved.large .quantities.of 'some. of the.. . ..

. materials of concern in production of products other than weapon triggers.. These. pI'O_]CCtS are-
descrlbed in this section. :

Funds available within the weapons complex in the early years for research and development were -
. very limited and the subject of intense competition. Most of the money went to Los Alamos and.
Lawrence Livermore, and even these two laboratories were in tough competition with each other.
At Rocky Flats, some activities that were actually research and development in nature were
incorporated as an extension of production engineering. Since these expenditures weren't
specifically identified as R&D, they were not as likely to be questioned or taken away by the other
AEC/ERDA contractors who had R&D as a primary role. One area that Rocky Flats was
encouraged to pursue R&D activities in was plutonium science. Plutonium was still such a new
and relatively unfamiliar element that much research was needed to fully identify its properties,
limitations, and interactions with other materials (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[31]).

An example of research and development work as an extension of production engineering is the
early beryllium work. From 1953 to 1958, beryllium operations were in the developmental stages.
The work was geared toward. developing and refining production techniques and tooling
requirements. Beryllium has a number of qualities which can make it difficult to tool, and
considerable effort went into understanding how to best machine it into the required shape and
dimensions. This was the pre-production work associated with Phase 4 of weapon programs. The
work involved a lot of R&D to develop and fine-tune the manufacturing processes which were to
be used, but was not weapon R & D in the strictest sense (Campbell, 1986).

Another example of production related R&D work occurred in the northeast part of Building 331,
which was for some time a uranium R&D area. Rolling of enriched uranium foil was conducted
in 1964 in the northeast corner of the plant garage, Building 331 (Putzier, 1982). Interviews have
also suggested that this area was used for the development of depleted uranium and uranium alloy
casting techniques, using-electron beam energy, and uranium coating studies. The arca was later
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converted for the development of remote handling techniques sudh as robotics and remote
manipulator arms after Building 865 came on-line in 1970. Interviewees noted that exhaust from
the area was filtered (Putzier, 1982; ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[31, 71, 72, 78, 83]).

In the mid-1960s, more money was made available and R&D work became a larger part of the
activities at the plant. As a result, Buildings 779, 559, and 865 were constructed. Much of the
R&D work became focused on examining thesite returns to determine what effects time and field
cconditions were having on the weapons. Studies on corresion and other forms of deterioration
were -vital to making 1mprovements in the rehablhty and shelf-life of the weapon materlals
(USDOE, 1980) Ca e . LA JES

Today there are two main groups conductmg research and developmental act1v1t1es at Rocky F lats
One is geared toward improving current- manufacturing techniques and methods:and the
development of new ones. Areas of study include metallurgy, coatings development, joining of
materials, machining and gaging, and non-destructive and destructive testing. The other group
focuses on chemistry-related matters such as corrosion and surface chemistry, effects of radiation
on materials, actinide recovery and purification, waste treatment, and environmental detection
systems (Rockwell, 1981a).

"Special Orders"

The plant has conducted "Special Order" work for other facilities in the weapons complex, the
. Department of Defense, or to fulfill needs of other Federal departments or agencies. Most of the
‘Special Order work at Rocky Flats has not involved materials outside those used in regular
production activities. The tracer work is one of the few exceptions. Radionuclide tracers were
introduced into manufactured components and/or pits destined for off-site test shots. These
materials, for example neptunium, curium, and cerium, were blended in with the regular component
materials so that scientists could study performance of the different weapon components based on
post-test distribution of the rare tracers. For example, neptunium might be added to one
component of the pit and cerium added to another. After the test shot, the scientists could then
‘core through the site and find out how each tracer reacted, enabling them to calculate how each
of the components acted in the detonation. Neptunium tracer was associated with both uranium
and plutonium components, so its manufacture took place in Buildings 771 and 881. There was
considerable effort devoted to keeping these tracer materials separate from the regular production
material streams, and Special Recovery operations specialized in recovering thcse more exotic
materials (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891{31,9,43,52}).
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Most of the Special Order work has also been relatively short-lived. Perhaps the biggest exception
to this would be the Zero Power Plutonium Reactor (ZPPR or "zipper") project, in which Rocky
Flats manufactured approximately 4,000 stainless-steel-clad fuel elements consisting of plutonium,
molybdenum, and uranium from 1967 to 1968. The plant manufactured the fuel rods for
installation in the reactor at Argonne National Laboratory (Knighton, 1983; Willging, 1970;
ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[48,31,50,63]). The ZPPR fuel elements were made by first alloying the
" uranium and molybdenum in Building 444.:The U-Mo alloy was then sent to Building 771, where
it was alloyed with plutonium by casting into plates of various sizes. The ternary alloy plates were

.clad in stainless steel envelopes in Buildings776/777 and sealed by welding. The plutonium used - - :-
in this project originated in the United Kingdom and contained a higher percentage of Pu-240 than - .-
. most Rocky Flats plutonium, so.great:care. was taken to keep the material separate from other. . ..

- plutonium recovery and waste streams (Knighton, 1983; Patterson, 1982; Leebl and Patterson,
1982). = :

There was also a series of projects inthe late 1970s and the first half of the 1980s in which the
plant manufactured thousands of calorimeter plates out of depleted uranium for Sweden, Harvard
University, and Brookhaven National Laboratory. In a project that involved processing hundreds
of tons of depleted uranium in Building 883 in the mid-to-late 1980s, the plant also made armor
plates for the M1A1 tank (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[36,13,31,69]). In the mid-1980s, the U.S.
Army developed an advanced type of layered "Burlington" armor that incorporates a depleted
uranium mesh in its still-secret inner configuration. The new armor on the M1A1 gives the tank
protection equivalent to about 24 inches of steel armor (Zaloga and Green, 1991).

Rocky Flats was also involved in "Project Plowshare", the effort to develop technology for using
nuclear explosives for peaceful applications, such as excavation and uncovering of deep mineral
deposits. Example applications envisioned for the technology included excavation of a sea-level
alternative to the Panama Canal and west coast harbors for Africa, Australia, and South America
(Seaborg et al., 1966). Rocky Flats' involvement in making components for Project Plowshare
lasted from around 1959 to the mid-1970s. No detonations of Plowshare devices occurred on the
plant site. The portion of the program designed for large-scale excavation saw Rocky Flats
involvement from about 1962 or 1963 to the mid-1970s. An objective of the Plowshare project
was to use as little fissionable material, e.g. plutonium, as necessary so.as to limit the amount of
fission products produced by the detonation and thereby minimize environmental impacts
(Hoffman, 1992).

Plutonium R&D (Building 779)
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In the mid-1960s, research and development activities were escalated in the U.S. nuclear weapons
complex. At Rocky Flats, the escalation included construction of Building 779, a plutonium R &
D facility. The purposeof the facility was to gain more knowledge of the chemistry and metallurgy
of plutonium and its interactions with other materials which might be used in the manufacturing
processes. Building 779 also housed efforts to develop improvements to the manufacturing
processes and find new ways to recover plutonium and associated actinides. Yet another function
has been to better understand the-aging-and shelf-life limitations of Rocky Flats products. Some
<of the processes which.have been.in the:building have changed over the years, but the primary
~purpose of the activities has not.  Most of‘the materials used in this facility are the same as those
* in the manufacturing buildings,:as much of the work conducted involves 1mprovement of ex1sting :
.. processes. and understanding of the materials employed R

Building 779 has nearly doubled in size since it was builtin 1965, with two major additions coming .~ : -

in 1968 and 1973. The first addition was the larger of the two, and provided office, laboratory, and
mechanical equipment space. The second addition supplied more office and laboratory space plus
an environmental storage facility for studies of aging under various environmental extremes and -
a storage vault. A filter plenum facility (Building 729) was also constructed in 1973 next to
Building 779 and linked by a second-story bridge for the ducting. The new plenum facility serves
the second addition to the main building and houses an emergency generator. A year later, a new
filter plenum facility was added on to the east end of 779 to serve the original building and that
portion added in 1968 (Rockwell, 1987b). _

The primary activities conducted in Building 779 include (Kneale, 1989):

Product Physical Chemistry, which involves testing of various material compatibilmes stockpile
reliability, and plutonium aging under various environmental conditions.

Physical Metallurgy; which includes tensile testing, study of casting dynamics, electron
microscopy, X-ray analyses, hardness testing, and dimensional dynamics.

Joining, which involves methods such as welding and brazing.
Pyrochemistry, the study of molten salt extraction and electrorefining processes.

Hydriding, the nondestructive recovery of plutonium from substrates using hydrogen.

Chemical Technology, which is concerned with improvement of aqueous material recovery
techniques.

Coatings, which involves various methods to coat substrates, such as vapor deposition.
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Machining and Gaging, which involves manufacturing of special order parts, tools, and test
components.

" Building 865 R&D

Building 865 began operations in 1970 It serves as a research and development facility primarily

for the manufacturing processes using uranium and beryllium. The work involves metalworking ... ...

~and metallurgy techmques The. metallurglcal operations involve the development .of alloys, '
alloymg processes, and fabncanon of prototype. hardware. Some of the metals employed in the

alloying development 1nclude alummum _copper, magnesium, molybdenum, niobium, platinum, -;'.

stainless steel, tantalum t1tan1um and 'vanadium.

Metalworking operations include melting and casting, forging, press forming, extrusion, drawing,
rolling, diffusion bonding, hydrospinning, swaging, cutting and shearing, and heat treating. In
addition, there are glove-box operations involving high-purity beryllium powder and machining
operations which typically involve the materials listed above (Rockwell, 1982).
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Building 881 R&D

No longer used for enriched uranium operations or stainless steel manufacturing as it had been in
the past, Building 881 now is a multipurpose research and development, analytical, plant support,
and administrative facility (EG&G, 1991). Operations conducted in Building 881 include analytical
laboratories devoted to atomic absorption spectroscopy, inductively coupled plasma and direct

current plasma emission spectroscopy, various chemical analyses, x-ray spectroscopy, furnace . . . -

combustion analyses, semivolatile chemical analyses, ion chromatography, gas
" chromatography/mass- spectrometry, radiochemistry, various organic chemical analyses,:ion -
chromatography, anion and cation analyses, water analyses, and waste. stream-characterization .
analyses. - Ll : ' C '

Other functions supported in Building 881 include generation of chemical standards and "inertial
fusion" activities to machine small parts for weapons and energy generation research, gold plate
the parts, assemble microscopic parts, along with some large machining operations. The Special
Weapons Projects group is involved in development of engineering prototypes and full-scale
models for military training. ‘ '

Recovery Technology activities in Building 881 include materials development, process
instrumentation and control, and equipment design and development. The Waste Chemistry group
supports engineering and development of on-site waste treatment processes, and Joining
Technology conducts operations to join non-nuclear metals including beryllium, in some cases
using brazing alloys including nickel.

Other operations housed in Building 881 include Nondestructive Testing, Records Management
and Storage, and various maintenance shops and activities. ' ‘

Explosive :Bonding

Explosive bonding experiments were conducted at the explosive forming area near Building 993
from 1965 until approximately 1968. The experiments were designed to explosively bond together
flat plates of stainless steel and uranium alloy. The explosive consisted of 192 grams of 40%
dynamite. The energy released from the dynamite drove the stainless steel plate into the radioactive
material to form a bonded laminate. The explosive events took place below grade. No
documentation was found which detailed the characteristics of any releases to the environment
from this activity (HRR, 1992).
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3.3.5 Plant Support

Plant Support activities of potential relevance to off-site exposures include Criticality Safety, the
various service Laboratories, Filter Testing, and Laundry Services.

Criticality Safety

Nuclear criticality. safety can be defined as practices associated with avoiding an accidental nuclear
criticality event. ''A -criticality is a spontaneous nuclear fission chain reaction caused when a
_ sufficient quantity of fissile material is placed within a given area. The presence of large quantities
of fissile materials in numerous forms on the Rocky Flats site makes it necessary to maintain an
active criticality safety program. The criticality safety group at Rocky Flats performs experiments
and calculations to identify container or vessel geometries or arrays of nuclear material which have
the potential to spontaneously fission. Experiments and calculations are conducted to evaluate the
potential for criticality under varying conditions and to validate computer programs used for
criticality safety analysis (EG&G, 1991a). A criticality event would not result in a nuclear
explosion, but could liberate a tremendous amount of energy and high levels of radiation. While
criticality events can vary widely in power level and duration, the amount of radiation which could
~ be generated in a criticality could be fatal to nearby personnel, and the intense forces liberated
could cause severe property damage. From the beginning of the atomic energy industry to 1967,
there were no less than 34 incidents where the power level of fissionable materials became
uncontrollable because of unplanned or unexpected changes in the reactivity of the assembled
materials (Stratton, 1967). These extensively-studied incidents, none of which occurred at the
Rocky Flats Plant, caused eight deaths and in some cases resulted in significant property damage.

The Nuclear Safety Group has been in existence at the plant since 1953. At that time, however,
the group did not have its own facility. In those early years, the group performed its work in the
areas in which the materials were actually handled, using the actual materials which went into the
production of the product. Investigators would set up the production materials in various arrays
to perform multiplication-type experiments and make predictions with respect to safe geometries
for various kinds of production vessels, spacing parameters, shipping containers, and other items
(Putzier, 1982). These "in situ" experiments conducted outside of Building 886 were always
subcritical; neutron count rates were observed as criticality was approached but not reached
(Rothe, 1992).

" In more recent years, the Nuclear Safety Group conducts its work in Building 886, which was
commissioned in 1965. Since that time, the Nuclear Safety Group has conducted about 1600
critical mass experiments using uranium and plutonium in solutions (800 tests), compacted powder
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(300), and metallic forms (500) (Rothe, 1992). Since 1983, criticality experiments have not been
conducted with solid materials. They are now conducted primarily with uranyl nitrate solutions,
which are re-used (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[53]). In 1969, the critical mass program at Lawrence
Radiation Laboratories (LRL) was shut down, and Rocky Flats was notified that criticality studies
that LRL considered necessary for their purposes would be performed at Rocky Flats (Schuske,
1969). While LRL materials were transferred to Rocky Flats, no 51gmﬁcant increase in work load
resulted (Rothe, 1992).

* .Building 886 houses:the Critical Mass -Laboratory, some offices, and a small electronics and

~ machine shop. Building:875, which was constructed in 1974, is connected to Building 886 by-an - ;.
...underground passageway containing air ducts and houses two exhaust filter plenums handling air . .. -

- .from Building 886. Building 886.laboratory space includes a "test cell" area where experiments
-are conducted and two rooms for storage of radioactive materials. One of the radioactive material

storage rooms houses nine tanks which contain the solutions of uranyl nitrate in dilute nitric acid
- that are used for criticality experiments. These tanks contain borosilicate-glass raschig rings that

absorb neutrons and prevent criticality events. To conduct experiments, solution is transferred to

the test cell. The solution is not heated (EG&G, 1991a). The uranyl nitrate solutions from these
tests are not discarded; they are pumped back to the storage tanks for reuse in future tests.
Therefore, these testing activities do not contribute to the plants liquid waste stream.

Approximately half of the 1600 criticality experiments conducted in Building 886 actually achieved
criticality. The experiments were conducted in a manner to control the level of fissioning, for
example by varying distance between pieces of metals and depths of solutions, and only very rarely
were the radiation levels-and the associated heat generated such that it was not possible to directly
touch the reaction vessels immediately after the experiments. The experiments conducted in the
RFP laboratory generally involved power levels and the associated heat generated of no more than
10 milliwatts for no more than one hour (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[53]). There were
approximately six "high power" experiments that were taken to between 10 and 100 times the
power of typical tests (Rothe, 1992). Using a conversion factor of 3x10'¢ fissions per megawatt
second (Thomas, 1978), this power level and duration corresponds to a maximum of 1.08x10'2
fissions from a typical RFP criticality experiment and a maximum of 1 x 10" fissions ﬁ'om a high
power experiment.

Prior to the addition of four stages of HEPA filtration in Building 875, exhaust from Building 886
passed through a two-stage filter plenum before release. Since the addition of the Building 875
filters, exhausted air, which includes off-gas from the test cell reaction vessel vents, passes through
a HEPA filter in Building 886 and the 4 stages of HEPA filtration in Building 875 prior to release
via the "stack”" (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[53]). The vent "stack" is rectangular.(24" x 48") and
extends 1.5 feet above the Building 875 roof (Los Alamos, 1991). The vessels vents are always
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open; they are not controlled by valves or pressure relief valves, and hold-up of off-gases was not
practiced (Rothe, 1992). Airborne effluents from Building 886 have been sampled for radioactive
particulates-since 1965. Over the period from 1971 through 1989, reported plutonium effluents
from Building 886 were at most 5% of the site total (in 1978) and enriched uranium emissions were
at most 10% of the site total (in 1976) (EG&G, 1991b). ‘

Potential pathways for release of waterborne radioactivity from the Critical Mass Laboratory
appear to be limited to several incidents involving spills of uranyl nitrate solution and disposal of
- waste water from activities such as mopping of floors. There reportedly have been between two
- and-five incidents where uranyl.nitrate was spilled onto the floor outside the tanks in the Critical

. .Mass. Laboratory (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[53]). The largest spill involved between 50 and 60.

gallons of solution. The Laboratory floors are sealed and bermed to contain such spills, and in.no
case did solution escape the building. Except for small quantities absorbed on paper used in clean-
up and disposed of as radioactive waste, the solution was recovered for further use (Rothe, 1992).
" In one incident in the late 1960s, an accumulation of uranyl nitrate salt was found inside the base

of the ventilation system filter plenum outside of building 886 (ChemRisk, 1992; RE-891[53]. This

accumulation (about one foot square and one-quarter inch thick) is thought to have most likely
resulted from an incident in which some solution overflowed into a vent line and dried, with
subsequent air flow over the vent carrying the salt to the filter plenum (Rothe, 1992). Over the
period from the late 1960s to the late 1970s, waste water from activities such as mopping was
collected and periodically transferred to the solar evaporation ponds. A raschig ring filled tank was
used ten or fewer times to transfer batches of less than 1000 liters of waste water to the ponds after
sampling and analysis indicated that the uranium content of the water was much less than one gram
per liter (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[53]). These waste water solutions contained concentrations
of uranium far below those that would have made raschig rlngs necessary in the transfer tank
(Rothe 1992).

Radioactivity potentially released from the Critical Mass Laboratory would include enriched
uranium and plutonium and fission products formed in fission of these materials. Fission products
in the RFP solutions have been nearly unmeasurable; there has been no need for monitoring of
fission product levels, administrative limitation of concentrations, or purification treatment of the
solutions because fission products build-up has been insignificant (Rothe, 1992). While fission
products are generally liberated from test solutions, they largely remain trapped in metal and
compacted powder test specimens. The power levels of the RFP experiments have been much less
than those required to vaporize metals (Rothe, 1992). Releases from Building 886 will be’ included
in the assessment of routine effluents from the Rocky Flats site.

Laboratories in Buildings 123, 125, 559, and 881




TASK 3&4 FINAL DRAFT REPORT
. ' August 1992
Operations History - Page 96

There are four main service laboratories at Rocky Flats; the Health Physics Laboratory, the
Standards Laboratory, the Plutonium Laboratory, and the General Laboratories (Rockwell, 1981).

The Health Physics Laboratories are located in Building 123. They perform analyses of personnel
dosimeters and all airborne sample analyses, including stack samples and general room air samples.
Originally, these labs were in Building 441.

The Standards Laboratory is located in. Building 125. It prepares analytical stock solutions forthe . . .« -
. other labs.and performs .analyses on-incoming radiological .sources for quality. assurance/quality- - &
control purposes. It alsoperforms-calibration and standardization of equipment to assure- it:is -

...operating according to the manufacturer’s specifications.. One section of the Standard Lab certifies .. . ... . :

dimensional measurements such.as length, angles, and roundness.
’ l

The Building 559 Lab is the Plutonium Analytical Laboratory. The lab conducts analyses to

determine the purity of plutonium, what the impurities are and in what concentrations, and:the -

concentrations of plutonium alloys, whether in metal, liquid, or oxide form. The lab can also
analyze gases and organics. The primary purpose of the lab is to sample incoming plutonium site
returns and feed material, and that which is recovered/purified and cast at the plant site for the
production of weapons.

The Building 881 Labs are also called the General Labs. They went in as part of initial construction '

of the building in 1952. A number of analyses on a variety of materials are performed here. Waste
 water and National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit sample analyses are
performed here, as well as sludge, surface water, and groundwater sample analyses. Production
control samples from Buildings 460 and 444 are analyzed by the General Labs. When the enriched
uranium processes.were in operation in 881, the laboratories also performed analyses of the
materials generated on that line (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[7,46,12,34,32]).
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Filter Testing

The Filter Testing Group was formed in 1979 after an audit identified the need for a group to
perform in-place leak testing of HEPA filters; a group separate from the group that installs the
filters. In-place testing of the filters reportedly has always been conducted at the plant site, but
_prior to the formation of the Filter Testing Group, in-place leak testing of filters was performed by
the same group that installed the filters (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[24)). '

- In-place testing .of filters is not only initiated in response to a filter:change. Testing may.also be

required when:there is visible damage to the filter or the supporting framework; when: plenum

.. monitoring indicates there may. be.a problem, and. when the routine testing schedule for.that...

particular bank of filters dictates. - Filter changes are initiated by an increase:-in the pressure
differential across the filter, visible damage to the filter, or when they become visibly overloaded.

The Filter Testing Group also conducts quality assurance testing on the filters (out of place
testing). When a new lot of filters is received from the supplier, the Filter Testing Group conducts
" aseries of tests on a percentage of the filters to determine that they are of acceptable quality. The
tests include pressure resistance trials, in which filters are placed under a pressure of 10 inches-of
" water for one hour, high temperature resistance testing at 750° F for 5 minutes, a drop test (180
cycles per minute for 15 minutes), and high humidity resistance. Before the filters are shipped to
the plant, the manufacturer also tests each filter for efficiency and resistance. Filter Testing also
conducts testing of each of the HEPA filters which go into the respirators worn by site personnel
(Rockwell, 1981a).

Laundry Services

Laundry Services provides cleaning, sorting, and distribution of the coveralls and other reusable
garments that are required in the manufacturing areas containing potential contamination. The
clothing includes coveralls, shirts, shorts, undergarments, socks, caps, and booties. Laundry
services also launders respirators and bath towels. Exhaust air from the dryers and washers is
vented through HEPA filter plenums. Laundry water is sent to the forced evaporation operations
in Building 374 (Rockwell, 1981). Prior to Building 374 becoming operational in 1980, laundry
waters were sent to the second stage of Building 774's aqueous waste operations and then through
the evaporator located there if the radioactivity of the water was above 1667 pCi/l. Below this
level, it was sent on to Pond B-2. When the plant first began operations, laundry wastes were
discharged directly to North Walnut Creek.
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In the very early days, Buildings 881, 771, and 991 had their own laundry facilities, while Building
444's laundry went to Building 442. Around 1958, Building 778 became the laundry facility for
all plutonium-related buildings. When enriched uranium moved away from Rocky Flats in the mid-
1960s, all laundry remaining from those operations went to the Building 778 laundry. In 1976,
Building 442 was turned over to the Filter Installation group, and since that time all laundry from
the plant site has been processed in Building 778 (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891 [75, 78, 79}).
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4.0 USES OF MATERIALS OF CONCERN

As described in Section 1, the materials of concern for this project (listed in Table 1-1) were selected
as a result of Task 2 and Task 6 activities based on known toxicologic properties of materials used
by the plant, the environmental fate and transport characteristics of the materials, and preliminary
knowledge of the ways in which the materials have historically been stored, used, and disposed of at
the Rocky Flats Plant. A number of the materials of concern were retained for further study because
no information on their storage, use, or disposal could be found.

Section 2 describes the extensive campaign of document reviews and personnel interviews that was

conducted and focussed on the materials of concern to gather information on.how these materials . .. . ...

have been used throughout the history of the Rocky Flats Plant. The following pages will describe
the key information sources utilized to document uses of the materials of concern at Rocky Flats, and
present the material use profiles and air emission source maps that have been generated to summarize
the significant points about historical uses of each material.

4.1 Key Information Sources

Information regarding the historical uses of each material of concern has been obtained primarily from
plant document reviews and plant personnel interviews. The most important documents for material
usage information have been the Air Pollution Emission Notices (APENs) and Waste Stream and
Residue Identification and Characterization Reports (WSRIC). Other relevant documents have been
obtained from searches performed on the legal/environmental index, the legal database, the integrated
research file, the Building 706 Technical Library, and the Building 881 Archives. Although the
APENs and WSRIC documents reflect material usage and emissions only during the late 1980s; they
provided a starting point for our investigation prior to interviews. Consequently, interview time was
optimized as a result of the project team's knowledge of current day operations. As stated in Section

3.0 of this report, many processes have remained fairly constant over the years. Interviews and

historical correspondence were used to identify differences between current day and historical
operations. Two examples of these differences are the enriched uranium operations of the 1950s and
solvent substitutions occurring in the 1970s.

The personnel interview process was focussed on the materials of concern. ChemRisk verified with
the interviewees the modem-day uses of the materials, if any, -as described in the APENs and/or
WSRIC reports. Information was then requested on any historical changes to processes, buildings,
and effluent treatment or handling systems that would have affected associated air emissions.
Knowledge of any major material additions, substitutions, or eliminations was also requested. Each
interviewee was asked for suggestions on how to best reconstruct the changes in chemical use rates
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and emissions over the years, since emissions of other materials have not historically been monitored
to the extent that radionuclides and beryllium have. Information on historical waste generation,
treatment, and disposal practices was elicited, along with information about any of the major
accidents and incidents of interest to the project. Members of the ChemRisk team identified the list
of materials of concern for each interviewee, and asked for information pertaining to any materials
that came to mind that have been used in significant quantities but were not among the materlals of
concern. - See Appendix C for a listing of the actual interview questions.

4.2 .. Emission Source Maps and Material Use Profiles -

The following pages present emission source maps and material use profiles for each material of
concern. The material use profiles present qualitative historical information on use of the materials
of concern obtained in Task 3 and 4 activities. Source maps show qualitative historical information
regarding building locations of potential emissions of the materials of concern. The maps al'so present
quantitative current day air emissions as percentages of site emission totals. Quantitative data on
historical emissions is being developed as part of Task 5 and will be presented in the Task 5 Source

Terms Report. The following fields of information are provided to describe the uses of each materlal
at Rocky Flats and the spatial distribution of emission sources on the site:

Emission Sources - Significant airborne emission sources for each
material of concern are indicated on a plant map.
The source information is, for the most part, based on
modern-day APENs estimates, and EIS database
radionuclide releases for 1988.

Synonyms - : Many materials of concern have multiple names in
v popular use, and in practice, trade names and slang
terms are common. -

Chemical Forms and Properties - Several of the materials of concern are elements or
' isotopes of elements.. As such, they can exist as
various compounds and in different physical states.
- Indications are given in this field of the physical
forms that have been used at Rocky Flats and their
associated physical and chemical properties.

Uses by Man and Presence in Nature- Some of the materials of concern are found in nature.
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Toxicologic Highlights -
Uses at Rocky Flats -

Modern-Day Emission Estimates -
Monitoring Data Availability -

Period(s) of Use at Rocky Flats -

Others may be detectable in the environment due to
man's activities. . Where applicable, this field
.indicates typical natural abundances, or ranges of
typical background concentrations.

Known toxicologic properties of the materials are
. presented, for example known or suspected animal or -
-human carcinogens, reproductive toxins, or irritants.
Known patterns of distribution in the body are
. descrtbed :

Results of the historical investigation are presented for-each .
. material- the "who, what, when, where, and why" of use of the

material at Rocky Flats. . Inventory quantities from 1974
(Barrick, 1974) and 1 988/89 (Setlock 1990) are presented
when available.

Expected emission rates of the material are presented based

- on Air Pollution Emission Notices submitted by EG&G Rocky

Flats or, for radionuclides, DOE Effluent Information System
data for 1988.

The availability of emission monitoring data is
described, be it routine or as special-studies of
bulldmg or process emissions. Ambient momtormg,
if any, is also listed.

To the extent possible, the time period(s) of use of the
material at Rocky Flats are indicated.
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The following convention is used for indicating periods of material presence or use:

filled circles . D indicate points in time where use is
documented, for example hazardous
material inventories in 1974 and
1988/89, or dates of correspondence
describing uses. '

. emptycircles w7 o @ indicate points in time where inventories
or summaries were prepared, and use of
. the material was not indicated. .

solid lines ' indicate periods of documented use.
dashed lines ' indicate periods of possible use.

4.3 Grouping of the Material Use Profiles

The material use profiles presented in this report are placed in two groups. The first group contains
those twelve materials for which investigations have conclusively demonstrated that the material has
been used at Rocky Flats in significant quantity, and in forms and processes that are associated with
a reasonable potential for off-site release. The materials presented in this group are those which
warrant further quantitative evaluation from the standpoint of potentlal off-site releases, and will be
~ the focus of Task 5 source term estimation efforts.

The thirteen materials in the second group of material use profiles are those for which extensive
investigation has indicated that uses of the material at Rocky Flats have been extremely limited in
scope or duration, associated with insignificant quantities of the material, or have involved processes
or forms of the material which were not expected to have any significant off-site releases. These
materials therefore do not warrant further quantitative evaluation of potential off-site impacts.

A number of materials on the initial list of materials of concern generated as part of project Task 2
were included because no information was immediately available with regards to the nature of their
use and potential for release. For four of the materials in the second group, even after the extensive
searches and interviews performed as part of this Task 3 and 4 effort, no information could be found
with regards to a use at the plant which supports the recorded inventory quantity or a potential for
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!

off-site release. These materials are:

Benzidine
1,3-Butadiene
Ethylene Oxide
Propylene Oxide

In addltlon information obtamed on the other nine materials of concern in the second group has-
indicated that based on the nature of their use they do not warrant further quantltatlve evaluatlon of -

" potential off-site impacts. These include:

Benzene
Cadmium Compounds
Chromium Compounds

_ Formaldehyde
Hydrazine
Lead Compounds
Mercury
Nickel Compounds
Nitric Acid

A comparison of the emission source maps with inventory quantities presented in the Building
Summaries (Appendix B) indicates that in some cases, buildings or processes which use a given
material are not identified as emission sources of that material. This is because the manner in which
the material is stored, processed, or handled is not expected to lead to significant emissions. Lead
is an example of such a case. On a number of the emission source maps, the waste treatment
buildings are 1dent1ﬁed as air emission sources for chemicals which are not expected to be released
in significant quantltles in their primary areas of use as indicated by inventory quantities. Cadmium
is an example of such a difference between the source maps and inventory quantities.
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MATERIALS OF CONCERN
EMISSION SOURCE DIAGRAMS
AND
MATERIAL USE PROFILES

GROUP NUMBER 1

The twelve materials presented in this group are those
which warrant further quantitative evaluation from the
standpoint of potential off-site health impacts, and will
be the focus of Task 5 source term estimation efforts.
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—
SYNONYMS: None. Americium is named after the Americas.- "~ - ' o |
CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES: . » »
e Americium is more white and silvery than pIutonlum It is more malleable than:uranium and
tarnishes slowly in dry room:temperature air. :
®. Am-241, a decay product of Pu-241, is associated with plutonium handlmg and processmg
USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE: ' e : 2
& - Am-241 is used as a radiation source for static eliminators, smoke detectors, and as a medrcaI
diagnostic tracer. \
e Am-241 has beenused as a gamma radiography source and in thickness gages in the glass mdustry.

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS: , *
® Americium most commonly enters the body by inhalation. '
e |t deposits primarily in the liver and skeleton with elimination half-times of 20 and 50 years
respectively.
.® The main concern at low exposures is the probablllty of increased risk of cancer from irradiation of
cells. Heavy metal p0|son|ng from mgestlon or inhalation occurs with exposure to Iarge amounts

USES AT ROCKY FLATS: ‘
® Am-241 is associated with the plutonium used at Rocky Flats, at levels depending on the Iength of
time that has passed since the Pu was produced. In general, the average age of the Pu at Rocky
Flats is about 10 years, and Am ranges from 10 to 20% of the Pu activity (USDOE, 1980). . :

® Am-241is separated from plutonium as a contaminant. ' At times in history, americium has also been
purified at Rocky Flats for sale for commercial applications such as use as a medical diagnostic
tracer and for smoke detector ionization sources. In the early 1980s, about a kilogram of >95%
americium oxide was shipped to Oak Ridge National Laboratory each year (Knighton, 1981). Now
americium is considered a waste product.

® Retired weapons components ("site returns”) are disassembled, and some parts are processed via
molten salt extraction to remove americium. A "salt scrub" process recovers Am and Pu from
associated salts. : ‘

MODERN DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G REPORTS:
For 1988, reported americium-241 emissions were 2.02 microcuries alrborne and 115 mrcrocurles
from waterborne surface runoff (Rockwell, 1989) , v ;

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY i
Americium has"been monitored in Rocky Flats airborne effluents since 1985 and in waterborne
- effluents since at least 1971.

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:

Stored ) Purliled for sale ' Viaste preduct
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—
SYNONYMS:  Glucinium or Glucinum = o o

CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES: Co ‘
- & - Beryllium is a hard, brittle, gray-white solid metalhc element o ‘ E
® Beryllium is useful in nuclear weapons because it is hght—welght strong, and reﬂects neutrons but'
IS transparent to X rays.
USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE: o ‘ 3
® Beryllium is found in some 30 mineral species, lncludlng beryl chrysoberyl and phenamte
Aquamarine and emerald are precious forms of beryl. : ;
e Beryllium is used in ceramics, electron tubes, and high temperature reaction systems

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS: : .
) Beryllium is a probabte mhalatlon carcnnogen (ewdence in ammals madequate ewdence in
hhumans).
o Chronic and acute Be mhalatlon exposure can resultin pulmonary disease, termed beryII|05|s i
. Alterglc contact dermatltls can result from dermal exposure . el Lt

USES AT ROCKY FLATS ' ‘ I

e Beryllium has been used to make weapons parts since 1958, based on R&D work that began at the
plant in 1953 (Campbell, 1986). Early "wrought" process operations involved castlng Be ingots,

sawing the ingots into "billets", "canning” the billets with a stainless steel cladding to protect'the Be

from the atmosphere, heating and rolling into sheets, and removing the "cans". The Be sheets were

then etched, rolled again, annealed, cut and pressed into shapes, and machined (USDOE, 1984).

e . The wrought process ended in 1975, and since that time sintered blanks have been purchased from
Brush Wellman, Inc. Machining is done on-site or by a subcontractor. Machining includes turning,
milling, sawing, deburring, and polishing (Campbell, 1986).

® Be powder is mixed with other metals and pressed into shapes in Building 865 (EG&G, 1991c)
Berylllum is vapor deposited to coat metal parts in Buﬂdlng 705 (EG&G 1991d). :

] EarIy Be machining. operatlons were not enclosed (Chelesk 1991;RE-891{36]). There were
"elephant trunks" for ventilation near Be machines and open hoods. Now, hoods are enclosed and
machines have high.& low vacuum systems to collect grit and fines (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[37]).

MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENSs:
2.23 x 10 ton per year, which equals 0.07 ounces.

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY: : .
Be has been monitored-in plant exhaust systems since at Ieast 1963 (Hammond 1963). ltis
. currently monitored in:50 vents, although Be is actually processed in only six of the associated areas
(EG&G, 1990a). Be is among 11 elements anatyzed by atomic absorption in waterborne effluents

since at least 1980 (USDOE 1980).

- PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS: ‘ .

Production
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ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE;

SYNONYMS: carbon chloride, carbon tet, perchloromethane tetrachloromethane Freon 10, Halon 104

H

CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES: f : i
e Carbon tetrachloride is a clear, colorless, nonflammable liquid wnth a dnstlnctlve ether-like odor |

e Carbon tetrachloride is present in the environment due to human activities; the EPA natlonal
database of atmospheric concentrations indicates a median urban carbon tetrachloride concentration

of about 110 parts per trillion by volume (Sturges and Taylor, 1990). ‘

- ® Carbon tetrachloride works well with Pu because it contains no hydrogen atoms. Hydrogenated

- solvents are more likely to‘leave‘ behind harmful solvent residue (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[46]). .

USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE:
_ @ Carbon tetrachloride has seen a wide range of industrial and chemlcal appllcatlons

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS: " ' : ‘ B
e Carbon tetrachloride is a probable inhalation carcmogen (evidence in animals only)

- ® “Inhalation of large quantities can damage liver, kidneys, lungs, or central nervous system ok
o Chronic ingestion exposure may produce liver toxicity.
. @ Chronic dermal exposure may cause skin irritations.
USES AT ROCKY FLATS:

e Rocky Flats was formerly the largest volume U.S. user of carbon tetrachloride (EG&G 1990b).

" Carbon tetrachloride has been used to clean glove-box walls, furnaces, product components, metal

chips, machinery, and instruments. Prior to 5-6 years ago, it was used "like a bucket of soap and
water." (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[1 6])

. Briquetting and chip degreasing emissions have the highest carbon tetrachloride concentrations-
up to approximately 13% by volume (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[5,7,32))..

e  Carbon tetrachloride was present on the 1974 Harmful Materials Inventory in the amount of 12,500
- kg. The quantity indicated on the 1988/89 Chemical Inventory was 7,060 kg.

e Carbon tetrachloride was used as a diluent in solvent extraction operatlons ona Iaboratory scale
(ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[43]).

MODERN-DAY EMISSION _ESTIVMATE FROM EG&G APENSs:
40.4 tons per year, which equals 80,800 pounds.

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY: '
Carbon tetrachloride has not been routinely monitored in airborne or waterborne effluents. There
. have been several special studies involving short-term monitoring of carbon tetrachloride emissions
in the work-place or in airborne effluents.

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:
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ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE; CHLOROFORM  Page 117
—
SYNONYMSS methane trichloride, trichloromethane ’

- CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES: ’ o n
o Chloroform is a dense, colorless, volatile liquid with a pleasant odor. o :
® When heated to decomposition, forms phosgene gas.-

USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE
® Chloroform is used in manufacturing of floor polishes, resins, vatamms pen|C|II|n asa dry cleanlng
; agent, and in production of chlorodifluoromethane.’ -
® Chloroformis a by-product in chlorinated drinking water and municipal sewage :
® [t is ubiquitous in the environment; the EPA national database of atmospheric concentratlons
indicates a median urban chloroform concentration of about 58 parts per trillion by volume (Sturges

and Taylor, 1990)

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS v ‘
Chloroform is a probable carcinogen (evidence in ammals but inadequate evidence in humans)
e ltis considered a potential developmental toxicant based on animal studies.

e Dermal exposure to chloroform may cause skin irritation.

e Acute inhalation exposure may cause liver and kidney toxicity.

USES AT ROCKY FLATS:

. Chloroform is used in analyses of plutonium samples for determination of gallium content
Chloroform extracts the gallium oxide complex (EG&G, 1990c). :

.. ‘Chloroform is released from process liquid-waste neutralization processés (EG&G, 1991b).

e Chloroform has reportedly been used by carpenters to join plastics, but is no Ionger used in that
manner (ChemRisk, 1991 RE-891(35,56)).

o The 1974 Harmful Materials Inventory listed chloroform with a quantity of 5513 liters.. The 1988/89
Chemical Inventory Quantity was 500 kg, with uses including as an adhesive/solventin Building 334,
a glue for plexiglass m Building 4{60, and dissolving of plastics and photo resists in Building 881. ’

MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENSs:
0.844 tons per year, which-equals 1,688 pounds per year.

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY:

Chloroform has not been routinely monitored in airborne or waterborne effluents, but has been the
subject of some special, short-term monitoring studies.

'PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:

Quanthy decreased

.-

hst use no: kenililed
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ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE;
LA CHLORIOE - , e

'SYNONYMS: dichloromethane DCM methylene dichloride

CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES:
- o Methylene chloride is a colorless liquid with a pleasant, chloroform Ilke odor.
° Methylene chloride is moderately soluble in water and hlghly volatile in air. ‘
USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE ‘ ; ' T ‘ ) ‘
e Because it is an excellent solvent with low flammability, methylene chloride is used in paint
removers, aerosol products, production of urethane foams and pharmaceutlcal products,-and as a
_ cleaning agent for metal parts and electronic components.
e ltis also produced at low levels. by chlorination of dnnklng water

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS
e Methylene chloride is one of the least tOXIC chlorinated hydrocarbons. ST
e The primary route of exposure is by inhalation. A "
e Methylene chloride is a probable carcinogen (evidence:-i in-animals only). M R
® |nhalation of high levels of methylene chlonde causes irritation to the eyes, nose and throat.

USES AT ROCKY FLATS: :

‘ Methylene chioride is present in paints and paint strlppers used at Rocky Flats. Use was S|gn|f icant
in Building 889, partlcularly in the 1960s and 1970s (e.g. clean-up of oralloy line equipment from
Building 881).

e  Methylene chloride is an ingredient of the "Cee Bee" solution used in aqueous cqmbonent cleaning
(EG&G, 1991f). :

e ltis used in several laboratories and process areas for sample preparation and analysis.
@ Methylene chloride has been detected in samples of the sludge contained in the sanitary sewage
treatment plant drying beds (EG&G, 1991e).
MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENs:
3.33 tons per year,; which equals:6,660 pounds per year.

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY:
Methylene chloride has not been routinely monitored in airborne or waterborne effluents.

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:

A

Earller uses not leentliled
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" ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE; PLUTONIUM Page 121

: Plutonlum isa S|lvery, whlte metal that takes on:a yellow tarnish-when sllghtly oxidized. .
Pu-239is. produced when U-238° absorbs a neutron; Pu-239 can absorb-more neutrons to form}
eavier lsotopes such as Pu-240 Pu-241 and Pu 242 PU-239 is fi ssnonable L e
relatively large piece of pl ium will be warm to. the touch because of the energy glven off y
Ipha decay: Larger pieces. produce enough heat to boil water. . '
" Plutonium metal is attacked by all. common gases at elevated temperatures for example mtroger‘
33 forms nltndes and hydro éforms hydndes : S . . L

USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE e e :
PIutomum is pnmanly produced ‘and'used by man in‘ reactors and nuclear weapons

0_’ Plutonium is also found in ‘trace quantities'in naturally-occurrmg uranium ores. - ' =

' ® ' Pu- 238 has been used as a power source |n space for example for equ1pment on the lunar surface.

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS T NI : * ) :
e Inhalatlon is the primary h h concern because parttcles embedded |n lungs emlt alpha ,an some
B gamma rays with a half-life of 24,000 years. - : D :
_ e About 0.1% of lngested amount enters the bloodstream About 80% of the resultlng blood burden
. deposnts in the liver and skeleton with. elimination half-lives of 20 and 50 years, respectlvely

e - The main concern at low exposures is the probability of increased risk of cancer from lrraduauon of
cells: Heavy metal p0|son|ng from mgestnon or mhalatlon oceurs, wuth exposures to Iarge amounts
uses AT ROCKY FLATS: < o '
~Pu fabrication: mvolves castlng, rolllng and formlng, machmmg, and final product assembly

L Reoovery mvolves dlssolutlon of Pu metal and Pu beanng res:dues purifi catlon and conversion to
- metal.- Anincinerator was used for Pu recovery from 1959 (Gasklns and Martnn 1970) untII 1988.
! Effluents were HEPA fi Itered - oo .

S Productlon Support uses Pu’ m phys:cal chemlstry research and product testlng, metallurglcal
' support, nuclearjomlng pyrochemlcal technology, hydride operations, chemical technology, coatlngs
& metal flm deposmon and machmlng and gaglng support (Kneale 1989)

MODERN DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G REPORTS ' ‘
b 1988 Pu alr emssnons were 15 33 pCl Surface water runoff totalled 118 pCl (Rockwell 1989) :

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY o L ' :
A monltonng 1953-1973 was for total lohg- Ilved alpha After 1973 analyses were spemt’ c for Pu
- (USDOE, 1980). ~ Prior. to 1961, ambient water and vegetation sample analyses were gross alpha
or Pu +Th, later separatlons were. specrﬂc for Puand U (Chelesk 1991 RE 891[5 7 32])

~PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS o Lo s 0]
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‘ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE;

, tétrachlorethyléne

SYNON S: PCE perchIoretherne perchloroethylene per

C EMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES-x «
) & PCE is a colorless’ Ilqurd with a’ mrld chloroform Ilke odor ‘
{It is a noncombustlbIe Irqu1d & , ; R

USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE :
“PCE is used in dry cleanlng and degreasrng fabncated metal part e
- It rapldly voIatIIIzes from water to a|r and rapldly mlgrates from sorI to roundwater e

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS ' :
® The most I|ker route of human exposure to PCE is |nhalat|on . :
e PCEisa probable carcmogen (ewdence in anlmals but Ilmlted evudence in humans)
Ce vChronlc exposure to low levels of PCE is not Ilker to present a health concern, A :
¢ Acute exposure to hlgh concentratlons causes centraI nervous system depresswn and
+ "+ cardiovascular effécts, ¢ R RS L ke St
Q) ; ’PCE has been observed to cause dermal Irrltat|on S e } S

USES AT ROCKY FLATS

. PCE was. W|dely used for part cleanlng and degreasmg in, Buﬂdmgs 881 444, 883 771 and 776 :
‘*"‘(Chelesk 1991; RE- 891[39 48, 53]) N ‘ . 2

[
1

. PCE was apparentIy most heawly used dunng the penod of ennched uranium processmg in Bu:ldlng
C 881 (pnor to 1963); about 50 drums per month were used (Chelesk 1991; RE- 891[39]) ;

) . ‘The penod of PCE- use |n Bunldlng 886 was from'about 1965 to 1975 (Chelesk 1991' RE-891[53]5
. Based onthe 1974 Harmful Matenals Inventory quantity of 4462 kg, the 1988/89 Chemical Inventory

- quantity. of 1.5 kg, and personnel interviews, it appears that". PCE was replaced'by 1, 1 1-
‘,.tnchloroethane for pIutonlum c mponent cleanmg and vapor"d' greasmg in the 19703 ' s

o

~MODERN DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENs ": E f.; ‘ 3 ) f

0 0000714 ton per year, which equals 2.28 ounces per year. Modern-day ,emiSSIons are not

2 representatlve of. perlods of much hlgher use in earller years o TN L

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY . ‘ ALY SR z
PCE has not been routlnely momtored in airborne or waterborne efﬂuents P

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:

Quantlly used decreased
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ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE; THORIUM Page 125

Thorrum is: a' soft ductile metal that can: be asily scratched
Th 232 rs a very Iong Irved alpha partche emrttrng |sotope wrth a haIf-Irfe excee

USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE : Y
e This found in nature |n ores such as thorlte and monazrte

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS : 3 o o B

: . 0.02%is absorbed into the blood, then 70% deposrts in bone and IS elrmlnated wrth a 22 y half- Ilfe
: The main concern at low exposures is the probablllty of increased risk of cancer from irradiation -of
ceIIs Heavy metal porsonrng from mgestron or mhalatron occurs wrth exposures to Iarge amounts ®

USES AT ROCKY FLATS: AN T T T Rt L Ert
R Q“, Thorrum has been used rn several ways at Rocky Flats since . 1952 The quantltles of Th used have
vaned from none to about 238 kllograms in any month (Anonymous 1976) AT

i

© - The major use has been fabrlcatlon of metal parts from natural thorlum and thorlum aIons

- " Th oxide ("thorra") may have been used as a mold coatmg compound in -
S Ilmlted experlments but never on a productlon scale o

iy Th compounds have been used:in analytncal procedures and’ “development
’programs o Amounts were ‘small, but applications " numerous :

- ‘Tche durlng 1964 to 1969 “thorium strikes" removed gamma- emlttlng Th- - . i
228 from U- 233 metal The strikes used’ natural thorium (Putzier, 1982) T

ot

<. - Th has also been used as a stand in for the more expensive U or Pu
S components m varlous phases of development programs S

.,0' A prOJect in B 881 mvolved Th productlon over several years inthe Iate 19503 to earIy 19605

(ChemRrsk 1991 ‘RE= 891[48]) There were very trght controls, and Th went through the same

processes as enrlched uranlum but most was sent to Savannah River or Oak Rldge for. recovery

.MODERN DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENs Not addressed in the APEN program

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY : ‘ o : e X R
Th contnbutes to total alpha, but has not been specrf caIIy analyzed routlnely in efﬂuents ‘ '
Before 1961, ether extraction separated Pu + Th from environmental samples. After 1961,
specrf ¢ separations for Pu and U were performed (ChemRrsk 1991; RE-891[5,7 32])

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS
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ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE;
%

|
§
i
t
:
{
§
H

SYNONYMS: chlorothene, methyl chloroform, "1,1,1-TCA"

CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES:
e 1,11-TCA: IS a colorless liquid with a faint, benzene I|ke odor.

USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE: : ' Oy
¢ 1,1,1-TCA is one of the most frequently used cleanmg solvents in mdustry ‘

e [tis removed from water by volatilization; can migrate to groundwater. :

e 1,1,1-TCA is ubiquitous in' the environment; the EPA national database of atmosphenc
concentrations indicates a median urban 1,1,1 TCA concentration of about 365 parts per trllllon

(Sturges and Tayilor, 1990) ; _ ‘ Ci E -
. TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS: - C TN

e There is no-animal or human evidence of 1,1,1 TCA carcinogenicity. ' - Dot
e Toxic effects of 1,1,1-TCA exposure include central nervous system depressnon and lack of

coordlnatlon and equilibrium at Iow concentrations, and at very high concentrations, anesthesia. Lo

USES AT ROCKY FLATS: A 3 ;
- ® 1,1,1-TCA has been used to clean and degrease metal parts. It has been used in uranium cleanmg
‘ operatlons and in plutonlum component cleaning and vapor degreasing (EG&G, 1990b). T

e 1,1,1-TCA replaced trichloroethylene in the 1970s in the search for a cleanlng solvent wrth
acceptable material compatibility and toxicologic qualities. .

e 1,1,1-TCA was present on the 1974 Harmful Materials Inventory with a quantity of 22,763 kg. It was
present on the 1988/89 Chemical Inventory with a quantity of 1,750 kg.

e AsofMay 1990, 1,1,1-TCA was still in use for cleaning in assembly operations, but implementation
of isopropyl alcohol as a substitute for non-plutonium areas had begun. Water has been proposed
as a substitute for 1,1,1-TCA for rion-plutonium cleaning in plutonium areas and non-regulated
solvents such as water—based detergents, liquid carbon dioxide, and petroleum dlstullates have been’
recommended for in-process plutonium cIeanmg (EG&G, 1990b).

MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENSs:
314 tons per year, which equals 62,800 pounds per year.

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY -
1,1,1-TCA has not been routinely monitored in airborne or waterborne effluents. It has been
included in some special studies of organic solvent emissions.

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:
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.ROCI(Y FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE;

SYNONYMS TCE trlchloroethe

ethylehe‘%trichljofride,fftr\i\clen_‘e_,-'"tri

CHEMICAL FORMS AND PR | ~ :
i; TCE rs a colorlesszquurd (sometrmes dyed que) wnth a pleasant chloroform Ilke odo

USES BY MAN AND PRES CE IN NATURE i : ;
© . e TCEi is a:common’ solvent in organrc chemrcal and pharmaceutrcal\.manufacturmg

w ovj TCE raprdly volatrllzes from: water and soil; can leach into groundwater from soil. . L
' e TCEis ubrqurtous in the environment; the EPA national database of atmosphenc concentratlons
' Indrcates a medlan urban TCE concentratlon of 200 parts per trlllron (Sturges and Taylor 1990)

’:‘ o

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS - o e : '
TCE is a probable inhalation and lngestlon carcrnogen (ewdence in’ anlmals only)

. PR
- @ " Chronic toxic effects:of TCE exposure involve the- kldneys Ilver nervous system and skln ;

e Acute TCE rnhalatlon and mgestlon studies indicate no toxrcrty N Y '
o TCE reacts wrth sunlrght and a|r to contrrbute to: photochemlcal smog S e

USES AT ROCKY FLATS L : ' ' ERE L T ' ‘
'~ e TCE was usedin Iarge quantities to clean and degrease Be Pu and U parts TCE in uItrasonrc
> ~vapor degreasers replaced acetone, isopropyl alcohol, and other solvents for parts cleamng in1963.
Nearly 10,000 gallons of TCE were used during 1973 (Musgrave, 1974). TCE was replaced by :
1,1,1-TCAlaterinthe 1970sin the search for a nonphotochemlcally reactive solvent with-acceptable,
material compatibility. In some areas, the progression of cleaning solvents went from rsopropyl
alcohol to CCI4 to TCE to1 1, 1 TCA (ChemRrsk 1991, RE 891[67]) ‘

LR gTCE was present on the 1974 Harmful Matérials Inventory wrth a quantlty of 22 763 kg The quantlty
: ,present on the 1988/89 Chemlcal lnventory decreased to 140 kg. ,
. TCE ‘was used for decontamrnatron (e g. of B 771 glove -boxes) before KW soap solutron came rnto
2 usein the 1960s: (Chelesk 1991; RE- 891[25]) it was used in srgnrfcant quantities during the
R perlod of enriched uranium processrng 4n Burldlng 881 (pnor to 1963) about 50 drums per month
e -;«\were used (Chelesk 1991 RE 891[39]) ' : . . . |
Small quantrtres of TCE are used in- Burldrng 460 mspectron operatrons to. remove a putty lrkeé
L substance used to make molds (Chelesk 1991 RE 891[35]) . o . d
MODERN DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENs 0. 152 ton per year (304 pounds) y :
MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY: S R T
' TCE has not been routinely monitored in airborne or waterborne efﬂuents but has been rncluded in

. several specral stud|es of organlc solvent emlssmns

PERIOD(S) OF USEL AT ROCKY FLATS.

I Imited use "_. " Feavy use . Quantlty used decreased
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ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE; TRITIUM Page 131

L. . ____________________________ ____ ]
SYNONYMS: Hydrogen-3 : : ‘ ‘ . :

CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES :
e Tritium is the sole radioactive isotope of the element hydrogen; the stable lsotopes are protlum (H 1
ordinary hydrogen)-and-deuterium (H-2 or D), which is present in "heavy water."

- USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE: : ' A * ‘
e Tritium is found in nature at low levels as a result of cosmic ray reactlons W|th nltrogen and
spontaneous fissioning of elements’in the earth's crust.
e Tritum has been used in luminous paints and as a biological tracer.
- ® Upon release to the environment, tritium mixes with the global pool of hydrogen atoms

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLlGHTS 4
- ® Tritiated water vapor or tritum gas can penetrate the skin, lungs, or Gi tract
e Tritiated water is completely absorbed and excreted with a half-life of 10 days; some becomes
bound to organic molecules and half-life may vary.

e _ Tritiated water,vapor is, relatively. speakmg, much more hazardous radlologlcally than is trmum gas

(as HT or T,).

" USES AT ROCKY FLATS: :
.® Tritium has been present at Rocky Flats since 1964 as trans- shlpments Spemal Order work,
standards and nondestructive testing sources (Hoffman, 1992).

e  Tritium is also sometimes released dunng disassembly of contaminated weapon components. The
H-3 environmental control system is designed to capture H-3 from process atmospheres (EG&G,
1990d). .

e  Hydriding operations designed to recover plutonium resulted in tritium releases when contaminated
matérials were fed to the process (See Section 6, 1973 tritium release). Plutonium Analytical
Laboratory operations in Building 559 are a possible source of tritium emissions from processing of
product and waste streams containing tritium (EG&G, 1990c). .

MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G REPORTS:
Releases of airborne tritium totalling 0.015 Ci were reported for 1988 (Rockwell 1989). A 1988
waterborne H-3 release total of 0.23 Ci was reported in the USDOE Effluent Information System.

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY:
H-3 monitoring results have been published since 1973 for waterborne efﬂuents and since 1974 for
airborne effluents. Airborne tritium was monitored prior to 1973 in preparation for production work
that didn't materialize at Rocky Flats (Hoffman, 1992). Results have not been located. '

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY: FLATS:

2 e
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ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE; URANIUM " Page 133
—
SYNONYMS: Named after the planet Uranus. Forms are called oraIon, EU tubaIon, stabaIon, and D- 38
CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES
e Aheavy, slrghtly radioactive, silvery white metal; readily oxidizes to black on contact with air.
e Natural uranium consists primarily of U-234 (0.005%), U-235 (0.7%), and U-238 (99%).
e Enriched uranium, often called oralloy (from-Oak Ridge alloy) or EU, has more U-235 than natural
- uranium (about 93% U-235 at Rocky Flats). U-235 is fissionable.
@ Depleted uranium (often called tuballoy or D-38) has less U-235 than natural uranium, therefore a
higher content of U-238. U-238 can absorb neutrons and become fissionable Pu-239. :
e Over 95% of enriched U's alpha activity comes from the trace U-234 present. Enriched U ylelds
about 150 dpm per microgram, compared to 0.7 for depIeted U and 1.5 for natural U'(Putzier, 1982)
USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE:
e Uranium is ublqunous in soils and rocks, with concentrations rangmg from 1 to 4 ppm. :
.® Enriched U is the main fissionable fuel for power reactors and is a component of nuclear weapons -
] Depleted uranlum is used in armor-piercing shells due to its hlgh densny K R
TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS ' SO :
L Exposure t6 soluble uranium compounds produces kldney damage. While radloactlve lsotopes of o
* uranium are considered carc:nogens chemical toxicity often dominates. .
e The main concern at low exposures is the probability of increased risk of cancer from- |rrad|at|on of
cells. Heavy metal poisoning from ingestion or inhalation occurs with exposures to large amounts.
e Insoluble U compounds are a hazard to the lungs when inhaled, and to the bone when ingested. -

USES AT ROCKY FLATS: ‘
e  Uranium has been used from initial plant operation to make weapons parts. Enriched and depleted
U metal have been the main forms used. Uranium has been ‘alloyed with nloblum and other metals.

e Fissile U-233 was processed over 15 years from the late 1950s to the early 1970s. U-233 was.
aqueously processed, cast, and machined in Buildings 771, 776/777, and 779. U-233 was machined
in B-881. U-236 was processed in B-881 on special runs. U-233 and U-236 were separated on a
lab scale in B 771 for Oak Ridge (ChemRisk, 1991; RE 891[9,31,48)).

e In the mid-1980s, hundreds of tons of depleted U were processed in B-883 to manufacture armor.
pIates for the Army's M1A1 tanks (ChemRisk 1991' RE-891[13,31,36,69]). ‘

‘MODERN- DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G REPORTS:
For 1988, an airborne release total of 11.93 microcuries of uranium was reported along wuth a
X waterborne. emlsswn total (from surface water runoff) of 24,300 microcuries (Rockwell, 1989). .
MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY: ‘
Air effluent measurements 1953-1973 were total alpha actlvrty, assumed to be U or Pu. From 1973
on, samples from Pu areas were analyzed specifically for Pu. From 1978 on, analyses were specific
for U and Be (USDOE, 1980). Before 1961, water and vegetation analyses were gross alpha or
Pu+Th. After 1961, separations were specific for Pu and U (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[5,7,32]).

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS: "
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MATERIALS OF CONCERN
EMISSION SOURCE DIAGRAMS
AND
™ MATERIAL USE PROFILES

GROUP NUMBER 2

The thirteen materials in this group are those for which
extensive investigation has indicated that uses of the
material at Rocky Flats have been extremely limited in
scope ‘or duration, associated with insignificant
quantities of the material, or have involved processes
or forms of the material which were not expected to
have significant off-site releases. These materials do
not watrant further quantitative evaluation of potential
off-site impacts.




insert Figure 4-13




ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE; BENZENE Page 137
—
'SYNONYMS: benzol, beﬁzolé, coal naptha, cyclohexatriene, bhene, phenyl hydride, pyrobeﬁzol,

CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES: - ) :
® Benzene is a clear, colorless, noncorrosive, hlgth flammable liquid ' : C
® Benzene has a strong, rather pleasant odor. « i

USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE:
® Benzene saw widespread industrial use in the 1930s to 1960s, mostly as an mtermedlate in
producing other organic chemicals. Other uses include manufacture of detergents and pesﬂcndes
and as a solvent or paint remover.
TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS:
® Benzene is considered an inhalation carcnnogen (evidence in both humans and animals).

e  Chronicinhalation exposure is associated with blood and bone marrow disorders, such as leukemia. . .- ="

e Acute toxicity effects are central nervous system depression, respiratory, or cardiac arrest. .

USES AT ROCKY FLATS: : ‘ :o
e Many interviewees indicated that benzene was used in small quantities, mainly in Iaboratones Its
' use at the plant was not widespread, and it was never used in production processes. - .

e Benzene is listed in the Building 881 APEN report as a process chemical. No specific use is listed.
The building currently houses laboratories, maintenance shops, and plant support activities.

e Benzene was reportedly used in a tank in Building 777 for ultrasonic testing of components. The
tank held a couple hundred gallons, and would periodicaily leak and cause evacuation of the area
until a team in protective clothing could enter and make repairs. The tank was used from around
1966 to about 1975 (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[40]) . .

® Benzene was present on the 1974 Harmful Materials Inventory W|th a quantity of 42.5 kg, and was
present on the 1988/89 Chemical Inventory with a quantity of 5 kg.

‘'MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENSs:
7.74 pounds per year

"MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY
Benzene has not been routinely monitored in airborne or waterborne effluents.

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:

1952 <. 19604 *' 1970 - ° - 1980 - -1989

. . /‘1

e e e e

Faily use suspected, lat ‘q‘IJ:—:n:IIIes Quantlty decreased
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ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE; BENZIDINE Page 139 |

SYNONYMS: 4.4'- Bianiline, 4,4'- Blphenyldlamlne 1 1 Blphenyl-4 4'-diamine, 4,4'- Dlammoblphenyl i
- p* Dlamlnodlphenyl ‘ i

CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES: L " ’ B ‘ | _ '
® | Benzidine is a'graybi‘.s’h-yeyllow, redd_ish-gray, or white crystallfne powder. | | |
USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE:
. 'Benzidine is used in the manufacture of dyes. . . I
TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS:
; Exposure to benzidine can occur through inhalation, ingestion, or dermal contact.
There is evidence of carcinogenicity in humans. . S

No information is available on effects of chronic exposure.
- Liver and kidney damage can result from acute exposure.

USES AT ROCKY FLATS'

¢ Benzidine was on the 1974 Harmful Materials Inventory, with a quantity of under an ounce and no
- location listed. Benzidine was not on the 1988/89 Chemlcal Inventory. :

e  May have been used as a molecular weight standard for osmosis applications (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-
- 891[11)).

MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENSs:

Benzidine is not addressed in the APEN reports.

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY:

Benzidine has not been routinely monitored in airborne or waterborne effluents or the environment.

P‘ERIOD(S)OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:

No uses Identltled




Insert Figure 4-15




ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE; 1,3-BUTADIENE Page 141

¥
L B

SYNONYMS: biethylene, bivinyI, butadiene, divinyl,‘ erythrene, vinylethylene . ‘ g
_CHEMICAL FORMS AND' PROPERTIES' .
® . Atroom temperature 1,3-butadiene is a colorless gas with a mrId aromatic or gasoline- Ilke odor |
e 1,3-butadiene can be Irqu' ied below 24 degrees F. oo ‘

" USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE: SR o

e 1 ,3-butadiene is released from motor vehches burmng of fossu fuels, and plastic and rubber
manufacturing. . ,

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS
.o 13- butadlene isa probable inhalation carcinogen (ewdence in anlmals but not in, humans)
® Chronic exposure to animals- resulted in adverse effects to the liver, testes, and ovaries. . . ! ;
® The acute toxic effect i is. irritation of the respiratory tract, mucous membranes, and eyes. - . * !

USES AT ROCKY FLATS:

. 1,3-butadiene was on the 1974 Harmful Materials Inventory, with a quantity of about 250 pounds and
no location listed. Butadiene was not on the 1988/89 Chemical Inventory

e No mterwewees or records rewewed have mdrcated any uses for 1,3-butadiene at Rocky Flats.
e The only mentions of butadiene located in records repositories deal with ABS (Acrylonitrile
Butadiene Styrene) thermoplastic and studies to characterize its thermal stability and compatibility

with organic solvents. A document has also been located which deals with identification of drums
with styrene butadiene gaskets. The significance of the material is not otherwise evident.

‘MODERN- DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENSs:
Butadiene is not addressed in the APEN reports.
MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY: |
Butadiene has apparently not been monitored in - alrborne or waterborne effluents or the

‘ envrronment

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:

© 0 uses ldentliled
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‘ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE; CADMIUM Page 143

“SYNONYMS' Metal: None. Named from kadmeia, the ancient name for calamine, zinc carbonate. g
‘CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES : A o
e Cadmium compounds used include elemental or metallic cadmium omde cadmium chlorlde and
) cadmium sulfate.
e Elemental cadmium is a soft, silver-white, blue-tinged, lustrous, odorless solid. 1ti is easily cut wuth
a knife. It is noncombustible in bulk form but will burn in powder form.
USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE |
e Cadmium is used in plating, solders, pigments, batterles plastics, and teIevrsuon tube phosphors
] Cd enters the environment from discarded metal products, phosphate fertilizer, and fuel combustlon

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS:
® Probable inhalation carcinogen (evidence in animals; limited evudence in humans) :
e Toxic effects of chronic inhalation exposure include emphysema and painful joints and bones
e  Acute ingestion exposure produces stomach irritation and vomiting; acute mhalatlon exposure may
resultin breathlng dlstress and pulmonary edema

USES AT ROCKY FLATS: ’
® Cd has been used in plating. Some solutlons are made by m|xmg cadmlum salts with cyamde
solutions, others are purchased in aqueous form. Cd plating is done at room temperature in 20-
gallon tanks. Some liquid evaporates but measurements show that the metals remain in solutlon
(Simmons, 1992). ,

e Since RCRA went into effect, plating wastes were drummed and shipped off-site as hazardous
waste. Before RCRA, they were treated in B-774 (Simmons, 1992) by addition of sodium hydroxide
and mixing with Portland cement and an absorbent material (Anderson, et al., 1984). Dilute rinsing
solutions are sent to B-374. Prior to B-374, the solar ponds were used to treat wastewater, and as

" a result "pondcrete"” made from solar pond wastes contains Cd (Paynter, 1989).

e Cd salts have been used as neutron absorbers for criticality safety in recovery operations that take
place in equipment that was not dimensionally safe; e.g. in B-771 and B-881 (Schuske, 1958). Cd
has been used for thermal neutron shielding because of its high neutron capture cross-section.

® Cdhas been rolled and formed in Buildings 444, 883, and 865. Cd was used as commonly as lead
for shielding from the late 1950s through the 1970s, but in smaller quantities. During welding, Cd
was afforded the same protectlve measures as for beryllium (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[40]). Cd was
alloyed with other metals in B-444 (Dow, 1965). . -

e Of the 100 kg of Cd on the 1974 Harmful Material Inventory, 57% was elemental and 34% was
_ cadmium oxide. Of the 46 kg of Cd on the 1988/89 Chemical Inventory, 31% was elemental and

56% was oxide. ‘
MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENs: Cd is not addressed in the APEN reports.

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY: Cadmium has not been routinely monitored.

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:
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ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE; CHROMIUM Page 145

SYNONYMS: None. Chromium is named frorn chroma, Greek for color. - | o ~ o

CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES: ' ‘ S o
& Elemental chromium: is a blue-white to steel-gray, lustrous; bnttle hard sohd ‘
o Different forms of ehromlum include trivalent and hexavalent chromium.

USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE: '
e Chromium is commonly used for plating of metals and other substrates. Itis used to harden steel
and make stainless steel and many useful alloys. Cris used to give glass an emerald green color.
o Chromium occurs naturally, primarily in chromite ore.
e  Trivalent chromium is the stable form found in nature. ‘Hexavalent chromium is almost excluswely
produced as the result of manufacturing activities. In nature, hexavalent chromium is more often
converted to trivalent than the reverse process ‘

TOXICOLOGICAL: HIGHLIGHTS ; s
e Hexavalent. chromium is thought to be an |nhalat|on carcmogen (ewdence in both humans and .
animals). Effects of chronic chromium exposure include changes in the skin .and mucois’

membranes. Acute exposure to high doses of chromium can result in damage to the Ilver kldneys§ .

gastrointestinal tract, and circulatory system.
e Chronic trivalent Cr inhalation and ingestion exposure appears to have m|n|ma| health effects.

USES AT ROCKY FLATS:

e Cr compounds have been used for plating in the B-444 R&D plating lab (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-
891[9,56]). Some solutions are made by mixing chromium salts with acids, others are purchased
in aqueous form. Cr plating solutions are heated, and are used in 75-gallon tanks. Some liquid
evaporates; but measurements show that the metals remain in solution (Simmons, 1992).

e  Since RCRA wentinto effect, plating wastes have been drummed and shipped off-site as hazardous
waste. Before RCRA, they were treated in B-774 (Simmons, 1992) by addition of sodium hydroxide
and mixing with Portland cement and an absorbent material. Dilute rinsing are sent to B-374.. Prior
to B-374, the solar ponds were used to treat wastewater (Anderson, et al., 1984).

e Cr trioxide was used in B-444 (with sulfuric acid and phosphoric acid) to chemically mi'II Be
{ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[56]). Cr compounds were on the 1974 Harmful Materials Inventory with
a quantity of 211 kg The 1988/89 Chemical Inventory lists a quantity of 793 kg, 692 kg of which
is Cr trioxide.

MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENSs: Cris not addressed in the APEN reports.

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY:
Total chromium (mg/l) is currently monitored in surface waterborne effluents from Rocky Flats.

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:

Flrst use not ldenillled
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ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE;

SYNONYMS: dimethylene oxide,'1,2-epoxy ethane, oxirane, ETO -

_ o
CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES: « B ]

USES BY MAN AND PRESEN_CE IN NATURE:

Ethylene oxide is a colorless gas or liquid (below 51 F), with an ether-like odor. :
Ethylene oxide is not'persisterjt in the environment due to high reactivity (degradation) . ‘

Ethylene oxide is used as chemical intermediate, fumigant, and sterilizing agent . .. - o

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS

‘e - Ethylene oxide is a- probable lnhalataon carcinogen (ewdence in anlmals msuffment for humans)
. ® Acute inhalation éxposure can-result in headache, nausea, and respiratory irritation. e
® Acute exposure to high concentrations causes central nervous system depressnon
‘e Aqueous solutions can be extremely irritating to the skin. . ¢
USES AT ROCKY FLATS: |
o Ethylene oxide was on the 1974 Harmful Materials Inventory, with a quantlty of 192, 400 kg and no
location listed. It was not on the 1988/89 Chemical lnventory
L Chemical utilization checkllsts completed by plant managers in 1978 provided no positive responses
indicating ethylerie oxide use (Barrick, 1978).
e Dow may have exberimented with ethylene oxide as a possible substitute for carbon tetrachloride
as a solvent that could be used with plutonium without the hydrogen generation problems associated
with some solvents contactlng plutonium (ChemRisk, 1991; RE -891[46]). C
° Reports of a possnble classified use for ethylene OXIde have not been supported in classﬁ"ed‘
document reviews or interviews. :
e Ethylene oxide was used to sterilize respirator canridges in the Building 776 laundry for several!

years beginning in 1960 or 1961 (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891 [71]).

MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENS: -

Ethylene oxide is not addressed in the APEN program.

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY: .

Ethylene oxide has not been routmely monitored in airborne or waterbome efquents

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:

1980

e_._0O |

No uses Identlfled
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ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE; FORMALDEHYDE pPage 149 .

—
: ' ‘ ' o [
SYNONYMS: gaseous forms: methanal, methyl aldehyde, methylene oxide . - ;
: aqueous solutions: *  formalin : » :
CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES: :

® A nearly colorless gas at room temperature, with a pungent, suffocatlng odor.

L] Degradatlon occurs rapidly in air and water

USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE: 5
. ® Formaldehyde is a powerful antiseptic, germicide; fungicide, and preservatlve used in the tannlng
: and preservation of hides and furs and in embalming.
- ® Formaldehyde is also used to improve fastness of dyes, waterproofing of fabncs processmg and
preservmg rubber, and preserving foodstuffs.
© @ |t is also used as a seed and soil disinfectant, in hardenmg paper products in developlng
- photographic film, and in refining gold and snlver e

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS: : ‘ BRI
® Formaldehyde is a probable carcmogen (ewdence in ammals msuffment evndence in humans)
® Dermal contact can result in skin irritation or allergic contact dermatitis. ¢ ‘

e Formaldehyde is a respiratory irritant. .

USES AT ROCKY FLATS:

' Formaldehyde was on the 1974 chemical inventory, with a quantity of 27 kg and ho location Iistedi
A quantity of 146 kg was reflected on the 1988/89 inventory.

e Formaldehyde may have been te'sted’ for de-nitration in Building 771, but itis very violent, and was
never used in large quantities (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[11]). , .

® - According to the 1988/89 Chemical Inventory, a large bortion of the formaldehyde used at Rocky

Flats at that time was used by the Utilities Department to sterilize reverse osmosis membranes used
for waste water treatment in Building 910.

MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENSs:
' Formaldehyde is not addressed in the APEN reports.

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY:
Formaldehyde has not been routinely monitored in airborne or waterborne effluents.

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:

1960
,\
"i

“INo earller uses Identiiled

R

.
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ROCKY FL-ATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE; HYDRAZINE ~ Page 151

. |
SYNONYMS: diamine, diamide, hydrazine A(anhydrous),.hydrazine base
CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES: EE S S !

e  Hydrazineis a colorless liquid with an ammonia-like odor.
e Hydrazine is a solid below 36° F

USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE: .

® Hydrazine is used as a reducing agent and as-a rocket fuel.
® Hydrazine is used for synthesis and analysis of a wide variety of orgamc compounds

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS:
e Hydrazine is a probable carcinogen (evidence in animals, but not in humans).

® Chronic exposure to hydrazine may cause damage to the liver and red blood cells.
®  Acute hydrazine exposure may cause corrosive damage to the eyes, skin, and mucous membranes

USES AT ROCKY FLATS:

e Hydrazine was on the 1974 Harmful Materials Inventory with a quantity of 30 kg. The 1988/89
Chemical Inventory reﬂected a total of about 2 kg of hydrazine in use in laboratories.

. Hydrazine was used in very small quantities in neptunium recovery operations as a holdmg reductant
for neptunium valency. Hydrazine was added to destroy any nitrous acid that could destroy the
value of Fe(ll) as a reducing agent (Conner and Baaso, 1981). Hydrazine was also used to assist
in reducing plutonium valency (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[9,43]). '

#

MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENe: ’

Hydrazine is not addressed in the APEN reports.

~ MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY:

Hydrazine was not routinely monitored in airborne or waterborne effluents.

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:

1960 . 1970 1980 1989

ST S S S

minor use minor use
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ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE; LEAD | Page153
SYNONYMS: _lead metal, plumbum ‘ : Lo

i
oo

CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES:

e Lead is a heavy, ductile, soft gray solid. v
® | ead compounds mclude Iead chloride, lead dioxide, lead tetroxide, and lead chromate

USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE:
. e Native lead occurs in nature, but is rare. Lead is obtained chiefly from galena ore, PbS. o
® Lead is ubiquitous in the environment due to past use of leaded gasoline. \
® Leadis extremely persistent in water and soil, but not easily taken up by plants.

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS

® leadisa probable carcmogen ( some evidence in animals, but no evidence in humans).. ;. . .. " ..
e Toxic effects from chronic exposure.include learning disabilities, brain and kidney damage." S

- Acute lead exposure affects the nervous system kidneys, and blood-forming organs. - e b o

‘USES AT ROCKY FLATS:

® lead has been used mainly in metal form for radiation shielding throughout the plant sité. The 1974
inventory quantity was over a million pounds. The 1988/89 Chemical Inventory apparently excluded
much of the lead metaI and indicated the presence of 1350 kg

® [Lead tetroxide (red Iead) was also used by malntenance machinists in rebundmg machines and Ieak
testing fittings (Chelesk 1991; RE-891([56)).

e Lead fluoroborate and lead oxide have been used in small quantities i in plating operations based on
the 1988/89 Chemical Inventory .

® |ead fluoride and Iead metal were used in Building 771. There were laboratory-scale attempts at
Iead/amerlcmm alloylng (ChemRisk, 1991; RE- 891[9])

MODERN-DAY EMISSlON ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENs
Lead is not addressed in the APEN reports.

‘MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY:"
Lead has not been routinely monitored in airborne or waterborne effluents.

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:
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ROCKY FLATS MATERIAL USE PROFILE; MERCURY Page 155
T

_SYNONYMS: colloidal mercury, metallic’mercury, quicksilver. Named after the planet Mercury. - -

CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES: -
. ® Mercury is snlvery-whlte heavy, odorless, and is the only common metal hqwd at ordmary
temperatures.
® Mercury.compounds include methyl mercury, mercuric oxide, and mercurous chlonde
® Methyl (organic) mercury is more toxic than other mercury compounds ‘

USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE L
" ®  Mercury is used in many industries, including textile printing, photography, and the manufacture of
scientific equipment and batteries. .
® Mercury rarely occurs free in nature; the chief ore is cinnabar, HgS.-
e Merclury compounds are fairly mobile in the environment.
" & Elemental mercury volatilizes at room temperature.

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS: : : ' : LIPS ANES A
. Uptake in food is usually the largest source of human exposure. . . o S
e _ Inhalation of mercury may cause pneumonia, bronchitis, gum mﬂammatlon ornausea. "
® |nadequate evidence of carcinogenicity in animals or humans. ' LT
e Chronic exposure is associated with behavioral and neurologlcal disturbances. - ¢
. Methyl mercury may pass into the fetus and concentrate in brain tissue.
USES AT ROCKY FLATS:

® Hgused at Rocky Flats is for the most part limited to the metallic mercury contained in instruments
such as barometers and thermometers, plant machinery, mercury switches, and experimental
apparatus (EG&G, 1986). Hg has been collected from plant sources and purified by distillation at
the B-881 General Laboratory. - It was recycled back to the originating area in 5 Ib. containers
(EG&G, 1986). There are no large sources of mercury like those found at Oak Rldge or Savannah
River Laboratories (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[1 1]) -

e Materials present in 1971 mcluded mercuric chloride, mercuric oxide, mercury/thallium, battenes
‘ electrodes, fluorescent Iamps and rectlﬁers (Willging, 1972) :

‘e A reference to mercury emissions from an unspecified joining operation in the Building 777:
"modulab” has been located and reviewed (Putzier, 1975). A welding operation used mercury to

make contact with spinning parts during the welding (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891 [71)).
MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENS: Hg is not addressed in the APEN reports.

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY: ,
Mercury has not been routinely monitored in airborne or waterborne effluents.

‘PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:




Iinsert Figure 4-23
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SYNONYMS: Metal: elemental nickel. Compound synonyms vary by compound.v - ' |

CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES: ) . . ]
o Nickel metal is a lustrous, silvery solid: : '
® Nickel compounds |nclude nickel carbonyl nickel nitrate, and mckel monoxide.

USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE:
. Nickel is used for plating, metal alloying, and in welding.

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS:

e Nickel carbonyl, Ni subsulfide, and Ni refinery dust are carcmogens (ewdence in humans and

" animals).. :

o . Chronic Ni exposure is associated with emphysema loss of sense of smell, and severe nasal
injuries.

® Dermal exposure can produce a contact dermatitis wh|ch is called "mckel itch” and is- common
among nickel platers. _

®  Nickelcarbonyl poisoningis insidious since there is no partlcular discomfort dunng the exposure and

serious effects are delayed for hours to days ‘ L

USES AT ROCKY FLATS: o

e Nickel platlng of weapon components was conducted in B-444 up until shutdown of the plating lab
in 1990 (ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[56]). Some plating solutions are made by mixing metal salts with
acids, others are purchased in aqueous form. Ni plating solutions are heated and used in 75-gal.

. tanks. Some liquid evaporates, but measurements show that the metals do not (Simmons, 1992).

e  Since RCRA went into effect; plating wastes have been drummed and shipped off-site as hazardous
waste. Before RCRA, they were treated in B-774 (Simmons, 1992) by addition of sodium hydroxide
and mixing with Portland cement and an absorbent material. Dilute rinsing solutions are sent to B-
374. Prior to B-374, the solar ponds were used to treat wastewater (Anderson, et al., 1984).

e Nickel carbonyl plating was conducted inB-771, 777, and 779 from the early 1950s until the early
1960s or 1970s (ChemRisk, ‘1991 RE-891(3,40,49,67]). Nickel plating by nickel carbonyl
decomposition was used for U and delta phase (alloyed) Pu. - It was carried out by heating the
cleaned metal in a vacuum to 80-85° C, charging in a partial atmosphere of Ni carbonyl to flash coat
the part, and increasing the temperature to 100-110° C to accelerate the plating (Pitts, 1962).

MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENSs: Nickel is not addressed in the APEN
reports. ,

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY: _
Nickel compounds have not been routinely monitored in airborne or waterborne effluents.

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:




I
,,////

Insert Figure 4-24
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—
SYNONYMS: aqua fortis, engravers acid, hydrogen nitrate, red or white fuming nitric acid *.. o

CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES: .
e Nitric acid is colorless, yellow or red fuming liquid with an acrid, suffocatmg odor *
-~ Often.in aqueous solutions.. Fuming nitric acid is concentrated acid containing dissolved mtrogen I

5
i

USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE: | " f
e Nitric acid is used to dissolve metals, for etching and cleaning metals, and to make fertlllzers and
explosives. i

TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS:
¢ Nitric acid is not listed as a carcinogen by the EPA.
e Chronic nitric acid exposure may result in chronic bronchitis or pneumonia. .
e Acute exposure may cause pulmonary congestion and edema. » N
USES AT ROCKY FLATS: '
e  Nitric acud is used-in Iarge quantmes to dissolve: plutonlum metal and plutonlum bearing residues to
facilitate purification and recovery of plutonium (EG&G, 1990e). In times of high production, about -
two rallroad tank cars of nitric acid were used per month (Chelesk 1991; RE-891{39]).

‘e Nitric acid is used in metal etching and plating operations. Uranlum parts are treated in an ultrasonic
etching bath prior to assembly coating (EG&G 1991h). -

° 'Tltamu'm bquup on fixtures is stripped by immersion in acid solutions (EG&G; 1991h).

e Nitric acid is used in the first stage of radioactive decontamination treatment to decrease plutonium
and americium concentrations (EG&G 1991a).

e In other operations, nitric acnd is used for parts cleanlng (EG&G, 1991f) and various laboratory
-analyses (EG&G, 1990c, 19910 1991g).
MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENs-

.0.37 ton per year, WhICh equals 740 pounds per year. This emission estimate is for nltrogen omdes
(NOX) resulting from nitric acid use. ;

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY:

Nitric acid has not been routinely monitored in airborne or waterborne efﬂuents Some speC|aI
studies of nitric acnd and nitrogen dioxide emissions have been. done (Hobbs, 1974).

. PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:




Insert Figure 4-25
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+
s H
¢

SYNONYMS 1 2-epoxy propane methyl ethylene oxide, methyloxnrane propene oxide, 1,2-propylene
~ oxide o

i
I f
i
¢

.CHEMICAL FORMS AND PROPERTIES:

e Propylene oxide is a colorless liquid with a benzene-like odor.
® Propylene oxide is a gas above 94° F.

USES BY MAN AND PRESENCE IN NATURE:

e Propylene oxide is used as a chemical intermediate, for example in polyurethane manufactunng,

“and in the preparatlon of lubricants and demulsifiers. _ . :

e ltis sometimes uséd directly as a solvent and sterilizing agent. - B ' A R AP
TOXICOLOGICAL HIGHLIGHTS: | | - RTINS

® Propylene oxide is a probable carcinogen (evidence in animals only). ; . :

e Chronic exposure to propylene oxide has caused eye and throat irritation and congestlon o o

e Acute exposure has produced temporary corneal injury and contact dermatitis. * -

USES AT ROCKY FLATS:

®  Propylene oxide was on the 1974 chemical inventory, with a quantity of 1.5 kg and no location listed.
‘ It was not on the 1988/89 inventory.

¢ Dow may have experi.mented with propylene oxide as a possible substitute for carbon tetrachloride

as a solvent that could be used with plutonium without the hydrogen generation problems assocrated
with some solvents contacting plutonlum {ChemRisk, 1991; RE-891[46]).

MODERN-DAY EMISSION ESTIMATE FROM EG&G APENs: -~ . : o -
Propylene oxide is not addressed in the APEN reports.

MONITORING DATA AVAILABILITY:

'

Propylene oxide has not been routinely monitored in airborne or waterborne effluents.

PERIOD(S) OF USE AT ROCKY FLATS:

~o uses |denlitled
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5.0 HISTORICAL RELEASE POINTS

The general modes of release of materials from the Rocky Flats Plant to the off-site environment have
included airborne effluents, waterborne emissions, and those resulting from solid waste disposal or
accidents. Historical airborne emissions include those from routine facility operations as well as those
associated with the accidents and incidents described in Section 6 of this report. Airborne effluents
~ exit the various Rocky Flats buildings by way of numerous release points of varying geometry and - .
significance. -+ - - Voo : v S Co

..Waterborne emissions from the Plant have.included process wastes, laundry wastes,.sanitary waste, .
and surface runoff from the site. Waterborne emissions from the plant have left the site via the North
and South Walnut Creek and Woman Creek drainage, and spray application of certain waste waters
to various area of plant property has been practiced. While there is no evidence of intentional
disposal of liquids to the ground water aquifers underlying the site, various contaminants. have
appeared in ground water collected within the site boundary as a result of past disposal practices
and/or other releases of chemicals and radionuclides to the environment.

Solid wastes have been generated at the plant since its early operation. In addition, liquid wastes
-which cannot be recovered are often solidified in preparation for disposal. While landfills have been
operated on the plant site for disposal of certain solid wastes, and there are numerous accounts of on- .
site burial of radioactive and chemical wastes, a great majority of radioactive and hazardous solids
have historically been shipped off the site for disposal.

This section describes the emission points which have been associated with airborne and waterborne
releases of the materials of concern from the Rocky Flats Plant. Solid waste disposal practices are
discussed, along with documentation of past activities surrounding Rocky Flats' handling and
treatment of wastes received from off-site sources. ‘
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- 5.1 Airborne Emissions

Table 5-1 contains information that characterizes the emission points for airborne emissions of
materials of concern from the Rocky Flats Plant. For each release point, the following types of
. information are provided:

- Loecation . met T -The building or buildings which are associated with or - -
i S . provide contaminants to the release point are identified.

Identifiers .. ... .. . ... ....Codes, names, or other identifiers.for the release point are

R A . .» provided, based on information from the DOE Effluent

DR Information System (EIS), EG&G Air Pollution Emission
’ ‘ Notices (APENSs), and other applicable documents.

Stack ‘or Vent Type The typé of release point (e.g. elevated stack, roof-top vent,
' wall vent) is indicated based on plant documents.

Typical Exhaust Qualities Properties of the exhaust stream which are relevant to
' prediction of off-site concentrations and doses are
summarized where available. Examples include typical

velocities and temperatures.

: Expgéted Constituents The materials of concern which are expected to be contained
' in the emissions from the release point are identified based
on APENSs or the EIS.

‘Contribution to Site Totals  For each material of concern expected to be present, the percentage
of the site total release expected from this release point is presented
as an indicator of the significance of the release point for that
material. The sources of this emission data are the modern-day
APEN reports and DOE Effluent Information System totals for 1988.

For each material of concern, knowledge of the relative significance of each release point, the spatial
distribution of significant emission sources, the geometries of the release points, and the
characteristics of the effluent streams are all factors which will be evaluated for potential significance
in planning of the Task 6 approaches for modeling of off-site impacts of the emissions to be estimated
as part of Task 5. '




TABLE 5-1

 ROCKY FLATS AIRBORNE EMISSION POINTS

BUILDING AND

MAIN INPUTS

STACK OR VENT TYPE .

TYPICAL EXHAUST

EXPECTED CONSTITUENTS AND

) CONTRIBUTIONS TO SITE TOTAL
IDENTIFIERS. QUALITIES
371C-001 Dicesium Hexachloro- Louvered Penthouse (1) Nitric acid (Nox): 0.0030%
Vent #1; plutonate Ops, Roof - 37 ft . Beryllium: 11.2%
System 1 Chemical Standard Stack - 4.0 ft ) Plutonium: 0.80%
Lab, and Maintenance Americium: 0.8%
Ops. : Uranium: 2.8%
371C-002 Plutonium Analytical Louvered Penthouse (1) Nitric acid (Nox): 0.06%
Vent #2; Support Lab and Roof - 37 ft . S Beryllium: 8.1%
" System 2 Maintenance Ops. Stack - 4.0 ft Plutonium: 0.83%
Americium: 1.8%
- Uranium: 4.2%
374D-002 Waste Receiving and Circular 17.537 cfm Beryllium: 0.67%
Vent #3 Neutralization “ Dia - 16.25" 3.769 fpm- Plutonium: 0.44%
Roof - 37 ft 70 deg F Americium: 1.3%
Stack - 8.4 ft above ' Uranium: 0.58%
) roof
374J-001 Waste Receiving and Louvered Penthouse 115.430 cfm Nitric Acid (Nox): 5.4%
Vent #'s 7.8,9 Neutralization Dim. 72" x 54" (3 13.22 fpm Beryllium: 0.66%
sides) 70 deg F Methylene Chloride: 0.74%
Roof - 37 ft S 1,1,1-TCA: 0.0081%
Stack - 3.6 ft above Chloroform: 0.16%
roof PCE: 100%
TCE: 0.1%
Plutonium: 0.93%
i Americium: 1.9%
- N Uranium:  3.9%
444 Vent #122 geryllium Machining (1) (1) Beryllium: 25%

Areas
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BUILDING AND

MAIN INPUTS

STACK OR VENT TYPE

TYPICAL EXHAUST

EXPECTED CONSTITUENTS AND
CONTRIBUTIONS TO SITE TOTAL

IDENTIFIERS UALITIES
444N-003 Production Plating - Rectangular (1) Uranium: 0.1%
Vent #82 Laboratory Dim. 30.5"x24.0" Nitric Acid(Nox): 20%
Stack 10.7 ft above
ground level . .
444N-004 Foundry, Uranium _ Rectangular (1) Nitric Acid (NO,): 47%
Vent #200 Machining, Titanium Roof Height 14.8 ft ' Uranium: 4.1%

Filter Plenum
Building 450

Stripping, Assembly,
Welding, Brazing,
Etching, and Coating

Stack 2.0 ft above
roof

. Dimensions 108"x96"

447D-001

Electron Beam

Rectangular

Flow Rate: 64,000

Beryllium: 6.9%

Filter Plenun Welding Roof Height 10.3 ft ACFM Methylene Chloride: 0.045%
201 Building Maintenance Stack 2.5 ft above the Velocity: 2133 Uranium: 2.4%
451 Operations roof ft/min
' Vacuum Arc Melt Dimensions 60" x ? Temp: 70°F
Furnace
Chip Roaster .
Building 460 Product Inspection, 63"x63"vents, Flow Rate: 34,820 TCE: 99.9%

High-bay Maintenance 40" above roof ACFM 1,1,1-TCA: 0.015%
Exhaust Vents Activities Velocity: 1,263 FPM Chloroform: 0.74%
2, 4, 5, 6, 35, Temp: 70°F
36, 38, 39, 40,
and 43,
460-14 Material Developmént 12" dia stack 10 feet (D). Carbon tét: 0.0066%
Rooms 117 and Part Cleaning above roof ’
118 Exhausts
460-23 »Aqueous Assembly 36"x36" vent 2' above 1,1,1-TCA: 0.011%

Hood Exhausts

Cleaning

roof

OO

Methylene Chloride: 0.045%

460-30
Hood Exhausts

Assembly Cleaning-
- Automated and
Internal Cleaning
Lines

24" dia stack, 10 ft
above roof

(1

Nitric acid (NOx): 3.4%
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BUILDING AND

IDENTIFIERS _ .

MAIN INPUTS

STACK OR VENT TYPE

TYPICAL'EXHAUST
UALITIES

EXPECTED CONSTITUENTS AND
CONTRIBUTIONS TO SITE TOTAL

460-54 Nondestructive 24" dia wall vent 13’ (1) 1,1,1-TCA: 0.0009%
Room exhaust testing; above grade . '
fan radiographic testing
559A-001 Gallium Double inverted J Flow Rate: 73,600 Beryllium: 6.5%
Exhaust Vent Determination, 57"x48" ACFM . Chloroform: 87.7%
#36 Emissions Roof Height 21 ft Velocity: 3067 Nitric Acid (NOx):
Building 561 Spectroscopy, Stack 2.0 ft above © ft/min 0.26%
plenum Uranium Analysis, roof ' Temp: 70°F - Plutonium: 3.0%
and Plutonium . . Uranium: 2%
Oxidation Americium: 3.7%
: Tritium: . 2.6%.
707 Vent 1/2 (1 Mushroonm (1) Beryllium: 0.33%
: Diameter 28" : Plutonium: 0.2%
Roof Height 37.5 ft Atericium: 1.4%
Stack Height 8.6 ft . Uranium: 0.6%
_ above roof . o
707 Vent 3/4 (1) Mushroom (1)~ T Beryllium: 0.33%
' Diameter 14" Plutonium: Same as 707 Vent
Roof Height 37.5 ft- 172 (2)
Stack Height 7.8 ft Americium: Same as 707 Vent
above roof ‘ 1/2
) ) Uranium: Same as 707 Vent 1/2
707B-006 Vent Pu casting, 2 Inverted J's On Beryllium: 0.31%

9/10

oxidation, storage,
and shearing

Dim. 18"x18"
Roof Height 37.5 ft
Stack Height 3.0 ft
__above the roof

Carbon Tet.: 8.32%
Plutonium: 0.06%
Americium: 0.08%
. Uranium: 0.08%
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BUILDING AND

IDENTIFIERS B ] . . . . _ -
fa e e ————— e — —/ / / — — — — ————— — — ————— — — —— ———————————

707B-003 Vent
28

MAIN INPUTS

Part assembly,
weighing, testing,
and inspection

STACK OR VENT TYPE

Inverted J
Dim. 36"x36"
Roof Height 37.5 ft
Stack Height 3.0 ft
above the roof

TYPICAL EXHAUST
UALITIES

n

EXPECTED CONSTITUENTS AND

CONTRIBUTIONS TO SITE TOTAL

Beryllium: 1.1%
1,1,1-TCA: 5.5%
Carbon Tet.: 0.27%
Plutonium: 0.80%
Americium: 1.1%
Uranium: 0.4%
Tritium: 2.2%

707B-005 Vent
36

Pu casting ops,
rolling and forming,
briquetting,
machining, and
inspection

Inverted J
Diameter 14"

Roof Height 37.5 ft

Stack Height 3.0 ft
above the roof

)

Beryllium: 0.09%

Carbon Tet.: 71.4%
1,1,1-TCA: 0.031%
Plutonium: 0.01%
Americium: 0.08%

Uranium: 0.08%

707 Vent 38/39

(1

Mushroom
Diameter 43.5"
Roof Height 37.5 ft
Stack Height 10.2 ft
above the roof

(1)

Beryllium: 0.33% .
Plutonium: Same as 707 Vent
1/2 (2)

Americium: Same as 707 Vent
1/2
_Uranium: Same as 707 Vent 1/2

707 Vent 40/41

(1)

Mushroom
Diameter 43.5"

" Roof Height 37.5 ft
- Stack Height 10.2 ft

above the roof

(D

Beryllium: 0.33%
" Plutonium: Same as 707 Vent
1/2- (2)
Americiuin: Same as 707 Vent
1/2
Uranium: Same as 707 Vent 1/2

707 Vent 42/43

(1)

Mushroom
Diameter 43.5"
Roof Height 37.5 ft
Stack Height 10.2 ft
above the roof

(D

Beryllium: 0.33%
Plutonium: Same as 707 Vent
172 (2)

Americium: Same as 707 Vent
1/2
Uranium: Same as 707 Vent 1/2 .
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707 Vent 44/45 radiography Mushroom (1 Beryllium: 0.32%
: Diameter 43.5" 1,1,1-TCA: 0.028%
Roof Height 37.5 ft . e | Plutonium: Same as 707 Vent
Stack Height 10.2 ft N 1/72 (2)
above the roof ) Americium: Same as 707 Vent
) 1/2
Uranium: Same as 707 Vent. 1/2
707B-001 Vent ' Assembly-superdry Inverted J (1) Beryllium: 0.76%
55 ' Dim. 22"x22" DL . . 1,1,1-TCA: 0.25%
Roof Height 37.5 ft _ ) Plutonium: 0.03%
Stack Height 3.0 ft . . . Americium: 0.05%
above the roof ‘ Uranium: 0.5%

Tritium: 0.5%

707B-004 Vent Pu machining, part Inverted J ' (1) . . Beryllium: 1.2%
65 degreasing, assembly Dim. 36"x36" C 1,1,1-TCA: 7.92%
testing Roof Height 37.5 ft Plutonium: 0.10%

Stack Height 3.5 ft Americium: 0.3%

above the roof ] Uranium: 0.7%

Tritium: . 0.9%

707B-002 Vent (1) - Inverted J (1) Beryllium: 0.33%

75 _ Dim: 30"x30" o Plutonium: 0.21%
Roof Height 37.5 ft Americium: 0.4%
Stack Height 3.0 ft Uranium: 1.3%
above the roof ' Tritium: 0.9%
707 Vent 76/77 (1) Mushroom (1 . _Beryllium: 0.33%
Diameter 43.5" ) Plutonium: Same as 707 Vent
Roof Height 37.5 ft : 172 (2)
Stack Height 10.2 ft | Americium: Same as 707 Vent

above the roof 1/2 )
’ Uranium: Same as 707 Vent 1/2
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scanning, testing

Diameter 43.5"
Roof Height 37.5 ft
Stack Height 10.2 ft

above the roof

707 Vent 78/79 Calibration lab, Mushroom (1) Beryllium: 0.39%
instrument cleaning -Diameter 43.5" - - 1,1,1-TCA: <0.0001%
Roof Height 37.5 ft Plutonium: Same as 707 Vent
Stack Height 10.2 ft 172 (2)
above the roof Americium: Same as 707 Vent
1/2
Uranium: Same as 707 Vent 1/2.
707 Vent 80/81 Assembly brazing Mushroom (1) Beryllium: 0.40%

1,1,1-TCA: 0.49%
Plutonium: Same as 707 Vent
1/2 (2)

Americium: Same as 707 Vent
1/2
Uranium: Same as 707 Vent 1/2

771C-001

Vent #86
Building 771
Main exhaust

Plutonium Recovery
Facility

Stack Height: 145 ft
Diameter: 120 inches

Flow Rate: 184,000
ACFM
Velocity: 2313
ft/min
Temp: 70° F

Beryllium: 0.11%
Methylene Chloride: 21%.
Nitric Acid (NOx): 11.1%

Plutonium: 70%

Uranium: 7.1%

Tritium: 20.2%

Americium: 64%

771C-002

Vent #9
Building 771C
Main Plenum

Shipping and
Counting Areas

Stack Height 21 ft
Diameter 2.0 ft

Flow Rate: 8279 ACFM
Velocity: 2635
ft/min
Temp: 70° F

Beryllium: 0.13%
Plutonium: 4%

Uranium: 0.33%

Americium: 5.8%

771C-005

Shipping and

Stack Height 21 ft

Flow Rate: 10695

Beryllium: 0.12%

Building 771C Counting Areas Diameter 2.4 ft . ACFM Plutonium: 8%
Room Plenum . : ' : Velocity: 1168 Americium: 9.1%
Vent #'s 2 & 8 ft/min Uranium: 0.32%
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771G-001
Building 771A

Paint Stripping and
Paint Applications

Stack Height 16 ft
Diameter 1.1 ft

UALITIES .-

Flow Rate: 1700 ACFM

CONTRIBUTIONS TO SITE TOTAL

No chemicals of concern

Velocity: 1848 listed
Main Exhaust ft/min
Vent #67 Temp: 70° F
Paint Hood J o
Exhaust
774D-001 Organic and sludge Inverted J (1) 1,1,1-TCA: 30.9%
Filter Plenum immobilization Dimensions - 60"x16.3" . Plutonium: 2%
202 Vent #4 system (OASIS) Roof Height 26 ft Americium: 1.8%
Stack 1.5 ft above Uranium: 0.12%
roof
776E-001 Baler, Briquetting, Louvered Penthouse Flow Rate: 72,800 Beryllium: 9.0%
Plenum 250 Machining, Roof Height 38 ft . ACFM Carbon Tet: 20%
Vent #24 ~ Disassembly and Stack 3.3 ft above Velocity: 150 ft/min Methylene Chloride: 70%
Assembly Operations, . roof Temp: 70° F 1,1,1-TCA: 49.7%
and Radiography Four sides (N,S,E,W), ’ Plutonium: 1.3%
: all rectangular Americium: 1.2%
Dimensions: 244"x28" Uranium: 1.4%
Tritium: 1.6%
776E-002 Special Weapons Louvered Penthouse Flow Rate: 19,000 Beryllium: 7.2%
Plenum 206 Projects, Plutonium Roof Height 38 ft CACFM 1,1,1-TCA: 4.8%
Vent #32 Metallography Lab, Stack 3.3 ft above Velocity: 39 ft/min Plutonium: 0.30%
Ultrasonic Cleaning roof Temp: 70° F Americium: 0.24%
System, Foundry Four sides (N,S,E.W), : ' Uranjum: 0.36%

Operations, TCA
Collection and
Filtration System

all rectangular
Dimensions 244"x28"

Tritium: 52%
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776E-003 Baler, Briquetting, Louvered Penthouse Flow Rate: 72,800 Beryllium: Same as 776E-001
Plenum 201/203 Machining, Roof Height 38 ft ACFM 7 Carbon Tet: Same as 776E-001
Vent #24 Disassembly and Stack 3.3 ft above Velocity: 150 ft/min Methylene Chloride: Same as
Assembly Operations, roof Temp: 70° F 776E-001
and Radiography Four sides (N,S.E. W), 1,1,1-TCA: (Same as 776E-001)
- all rectangular Plutonium: 0.03%
Dimensions: 244"x28" Americium: 0.05%
: Uranium: 0.15%
776E-004 Special Weapons Louvered Penthouse Flow Rate: 19,000 Beryllium: Same as 776E-002
Plenum 205 Projects, Plutonium Roof Height 38 ft ACFM 1,1,1-TCA: Same as 776E-002
Vent #32 Metallography Lab, Stack 3.3 ft above Velocity: 39 ft/min Plutonium: 0.16%
Ultrasonic Cleaning roof ' Temp: 70° F Americium: 0.25%
System, Foundry Four sides (N,S,E.W), . Uranium: 0.44%
Operations, TCA all rectangular Tritium: 7.2%
Collection and Dimensions 244"x28"
Filtration System )
776E-005 Baler, Briquetting, Louvered Penthouse Flow Rate: 72,800 Beryllium: Same as 776E-001
Plenum 204 Machining, Roof Height 38 ft- ACFM Carbon Tet: Same as 776E-001
Vent #24 Disassembly and Stack 3.3 ft above Velocity: 150 ft/min Methylene Chloride: Same as
Assembly Operations, roof Temp: 70° F .- 776E-001
and Radiography Four sides (N,S,E.W), ' 1,1,1-TCA: Same as 776E-001
all rectangular Plutonium: 0.36%
Dimensions: 244"x28" Americium: 0.41%
Uranium: 1.3%
Tritium: 6.6%
776E-006 (1) Inverted J Flow Rate: 4754 ACFM Beryllium: 0.67%
Plenum 251 Roof Height 35.8 ft Velocity: 257 ft/min Plutonium: 0,08%
Vent #45 Stack 6.5 ft above Temp:. 70° F .. _ Americium: 0.2%
roof : Uranium: 0.20%

- Dimensions 60"x32""
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776E-007 (1) .~ Inverted J Flow Rate: 5850 ACFM Beryllium: 0.49%
Plenum 252 Roof Height 35.8 ft Velocity: 975 ft/min Plutonium: 0.13%
Vent #44 Stack 7.5 ft above Temp 70° F Americium: 0.25%
- roof Uranium: 0.10%
Dimensions 36"x27"
776E-008 (1) Stack to Conical Hat Flow Rate: 6000 ACFM Beryllium: 0.85%
Plenum 202 Roof Height 38 ft Velocity: 25,000 Plutonium: 0.11%
Vent #17 Stack Height 14.8 ft ft/min Americium: 0.12%
' Diameter 20.25" Temp:. 70° F Uranium: 0.10% .
776E-009 Special Weapons Louvered Penthouse Flow Rate: 19,000 Beryllium: Same as 776E-002
Plenum 207 Projects, Plutonium Roof Height 38 ft - - ACFM 1,1,1-TCA: “Same as 776E-002
Vent #32 Metal lography Lab, Stack 3.3 ft above Velocity: 39 ft/min Plutonium: 0.26%
Ultrasonic Cleaning . roof Temp: 70° F Americium: 0.6%
System, Foundry Four sides (N,S,E.W), Uranium: 0.55%
Operations, TCA all rectangular
Collection and Dimensions 244"x28"
Filtration System
778H-001 Laundry Facilities Cylindrical (1) - Plutonium: 0.77%
Laundry Diameter 48" - Americium: 0.83%
A Roof Height 25.9 ft Uranium: 3.6%
B ' Stack 5.3 ft above
__roof
779F-001 1) Circular Stack Flow Rate: 17707 Plutonium: 0.21%
Vent #71 Diameter 37.75 inches ACFM Americium: 0.21%
Building 729 Stack Height 93.5 ft Velocity: 2361 Uranium: 0.29%
plenum - ft/min Tritium: 0.92%
Temp: 70° F .
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Vent Pair 63/64
Building 866

work, Research and
Development of
Metalworking
Processes,
Metallography Lab,
and Grit Blasters.

Dimensions 60"x56.25"
Roof Height 14.0 ft
Stack 1.5 ft above

roof

UALITIES .
m
779F-002 (1) Double inverted J Flow Rate: 61506 Plutonium: 4.1%
Vent #70 Dimensions 57"x48" ACFM Americium: 0.68%
Building 782 Roof Height 20.1 ft Velocity: 4316 Uranium: 2.2%
plenum Stack 1.8 ft above ft/min Tritium: 1.3%
"roof Temp: 70° F
865P-001 Beryllium Powder Rectangular (1) Beryllium: 0.03%
Vent Pair 58/59 work, Research and Dimensions 56"x56.5" Nitric Acid(NOx): 0.64%
Building 867 Development of Roof Height 11.0 ft . Uranium: 2.2%
Metalworking Stack 4.0 feet above
Processes, roof
Metallography Lab,
and Grit Blasters
865P-002 Beryllium Powder Rectangular - N Beryllium: 0.03%

Nitric Acid(NOx): 0.64%
Uranium: 1.6%

881Q-001
Ducts 1,2,3 and
. 4.
These ducts
exit through

as 881Q-002.

the same stack .

Research and
Development
Activities

Circular (4 outlets)
Diameter 96.0 inches
Roof height 32.6 ft
Stack 8.0 ft above

roof
5

Flow Rate: 14,258
ACFM
Velocity: 2,159
ft/min
Temp: 70° F

Benzene: 100%
"Beryllium: 3.3%
Carbon Tet: 0.002%
Chloroform: 11.4%

Methylene Chloride: 8%
Nitric Acid(NOx): 11.8%
1,1,1-TCA: 0.23%
Plutonium: 0.45%
Americium: 2.1%
Uranium: 6.2%
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881Q-002 Research and Circular (4 outlets) Flow Rate: 14,258 Plutonium: 0.24%
Ducts 5 and 6. Development Diameter 96.0 inches ACFM Americium: 0.19%
These ducts Activities Roof height 32.6 ft Velocity: 2,159 Uranium: 3.8%

exit through Stack 8.0 ft above ft/min
the same stack roof : Temp: 70° F
as 8810-001 o :
883R-001 Rolling, Shearing, Rectangular Flow Rate: '102 CFM Beryllium: 4.5%
Vent #44 Blanking/Trepanning, Dimensions Velocity and Uranium: 11%
Duct A and Forming of 98.25"x52.75" Temperature were not :
Building 879 Depleted Uranium Roof Height 15.2 ft available
plenum ’ Stack 7.0 ft above
roof
883R-002 Rolling, Shearing, Rectangular Flow Rate: 102 CFM Beryllium: 4.5%
Vent #45 Blanking/Trepanning, Dimensions 98.5"x52" Velocity and Uranium: 17%
Duct B’ and Forming of Roof Height 15.2 ft Temperature were not
Building 879 Depleted Uranium Stack 6.7 ft above available
plenum roof :
883R-003 Rolling, Shearing, Circular Stack (1) Uranium: 12%
Vent #34 Blanking/Trepanning, Diameter 48", .
Room 139 Plenum and Forming of Stack height 69 feet
exhaust Depleted Uranium -
886S-001 Nitrate Storage Rectangular Flow Rate: 17.490 Plutonium: 0.03%
Vent #15 Tanks in Rooms 101 Dimensions 48"x24" CFM Americium: 0.04%
Plenum Building and 103 Roof Height 17.3 feet Velocity and Uranium: 1.1%
875 Stack Height 1.5 feet Temperature not
available
889T-001 No APEN available Cylindrical Stack 1 Plutonium: -0.02%
Main exhaust " Equipment Diameter 28" ~ Uranium: 0.77%
plenum Decontamination Stack Height 31.3 ft
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991U-001 Air handling system Rectangle (1) Beryllium: 1.4%
Building 985 for the underground Dimensions 48"x24" o Plutonium: 0.04%
plenum storage vaults 996, Roof Height 18.4 feet Americium: - 0.29%
: 997, and 999. Stack 2.0 feet above Uranium: 0.80%
: roof
991U-002 Production warehouse Rectangle (1) _ Plutonium: 0.06%
Main exhaust and non-destructive’ Dimensions 60"x54" Americium: .0.37%
testing. Roof Height: North 2 Uranium: 0.44%
ft; West 4 ft; South :
20 ft
Stack 3.7 ft above the
roof . . R N L .

(1)Not characterized in information sources identified to-date. Will be ihvestigated further if required for

emission modeling.
(2)The percentages for plutonium,
numbers 1/2 in building 707.

Notes:

americium, and uranium are included in the percentage provided for vent

Nitric Acid emission percentages do not include emissions from the tank farm (APEN Building 218).

Methylene Chloride emission percentages do not include data from the sludge drying beds. o

Chemical emission percentages are based on data from the Air Pollution Emission Notices.

Radionuclide emission percentages are based ON Department of Energy Effluent Information System totals for 1988.

Sources:EG&G Rocky Flats, 1991
Los Alamos, 1991
USDOE, 1991a
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5.2  Waterborne Emissions

The environs of the Rocky Flats Plant include a variety of surface water bodies. Various creeks drain
the site, and retention ponds placed along several of them have received surface runoff and
waterborne wastes from plant operations. These streams feed into a number of reservoirs which have

served as sources of recreation, irrigation, and drinking water for a growing population of Front:

Range residents.

Surface Water Flow Patterns ‘

Several streams occur near the -Rbcky Flats site. Three of them, North Walnut Creek, South Walnut = . . .

Creek, and Woman Creek, drain the Rocky Flats site. North Walnut Cre¢k flows eastward from the
plant and into Great Western Reservoir, which supplies drinking water to the city of Broomfield.
Woman Creek drains the south portion of the site and flows into Standley Lake, which is a source
of irrigation water for the area and supplies water for the cities of Westminster, Thornton and
Northglenn. Woman Creek also feeds Mower Reservoir by way of Mower Ditch. Sanitary wastes
and laundry wastes have, for periods of Rocky Flats history, been released from the plant to on-site
retention ponds on South Walnut Creek which flow to Great Western Reservoir. The primary creeks
and retention ponds on the Rocky Flats site are shown in Figure 5-1. Because of the surface water
drainage patterns of the area and prevalent airflow patterns, Great Western Reservoir, Standley Lake,
and Mower Reservoir are the three water bodies most likely to have been impacted by surface water
runoff, discharge of treated and untreated waste water, and airborne effluents from Rocky Flats.

Holding Pond History

Several series of retention ponds have been constructed along the creeks which drain the Rocky Flats

site for use in management of plant wastes and surface water runoff. The ponds of primary
importance have been known as the A-series and B-series ponds, which are located on North and
South Walnut Creeks. Of lesser importance are the C-series ponds on Woman Creek. The A, B, and
C-series ponds are shown on Figure 5-1.

From plant start-up in 1952 to 1953, low level contaminated waste containing nitrates and radioactive
substances (laundry wastewater including plutonium and uranium) was discharged directly into North
Walnut Creek. From 1953, when Pond A-1 was constructed, to 1957, when low-level contaminated
waste was rerouted to the process waste treatment facility, low-level waste was discharged into Pond
A-1 for eventual discharge into North Walnut Creek. In pre-1970s documents, Pond A-1 is-often
referred to as Pond 1.
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INSERT FIGURE 5-1; RFP CREEKS AND PONDS
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The early discharges of low-level contaminated waste to North Walnut Creek and Pond A-1 resulted
in accumulation of significant levels of plutonium in the sediments of Pond A-1 and North Walnut
Creek. From 1971 to 1973, Pond-A-1 underwent major reconstruction. Reconstruction activities
resulted in increased plutonium concentrations in the surface water samples, but not in pond
sediments (USDOE, 1991b). It is likely that resuspension of the plutonium allowed it to migrate
downstream to Great Western Reservoir.

After 1957, the A-series ponds were used primarily to control surface water runoff from the northern
part of the site, however, the ponds also received process liquid waste, cooling tower blowdown, and
steam condensate discharges which contained chromates and algicides. After Pond. A-2 was
completed in the mid-1970s, water from Pond A-1 was allowed to flow into Pond A-2, from which
- water was disposed of by natural and spray assisted evaporation

(USDOE, 1991b). Currently, Ponds A-1 and A-2 are used for spill control and receive only local. -

surface runoff and seepage. Any water that collects in the ponds is spray evaporated. -

Pond A-3 was constructed in 1971, and has been used to collect surface water runoff from northern
portions of the plant for hold-up prior to being discharged downstream. Runoff from these areas is
diverted around Ponds A-1 and A-2 into Pénd A-3, where it is temporarily detained before being
released to Pond A-4. Pond A-4 was constructed in 1980, and historically received water from Pond
A-3 and B-5. Pond A-4 water is discharged into Walnut Creek.

Between 1952 and 1973 decontaminated process wastewater, sewage treatment plant effluent, and
laundry wastewater after 1957, were released into South Walnut Creek and subsequently into the B-
series ponds. In pre-1970 documents, Ponds B-1 through B-3 are referred to as Ponds 3, 4, and S
(USDOE, 1991c¢). The only known'radioactive effluent entering the sewage treatment plant and the
B-series ponds occurred between 1969 and 1972 when low-level laundry effluent was channelled
through the treatment plant. In the latter half of 1972, plumbing changes were made to channel all

sanitary plant wastes through the sewage treatment plant and then into the sludge drying beds. ‘

Like in the A-series ponds, the discharge of low-level contaminated wastes to the B-series ponds
resulted in the accumulation of plutonium in the pond sediments. From 1971 to 1973, major
reconstruction activities on B-series ponds resulted in the disturbance of bottom sediments containing
plutonium. Much of the upstream sediment migrated into Pond B-1 and subsequently increased the
plutonium inventory of all the B-series ponds as a result of the dlsturbance

—
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INSERT FIGURE 5-2; RETENTION POND PHOTO
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Currently, Ponds B-1 and B-2 are used for spill control and receive only local surface runoff. Pond

B-4 receives discharges from Pond B-3, and Pond B-4 water is continuously released to Pond B-5.
Pond B-5 was constructed after 1979, and was used as an overflow pond for Pond B-4. In 1991, a
pipeline was built to allow periodic pumping of Pond C-2 water into Pond B-5. Currently, Pond B-5
receives water from Pond B-4 and surface runoff from the Central Avenue Ditch. Water in Pond B-5
is detained, then pumped to Pond A-4 prior to being discharged into Walnut Creek and diverted
around Great Western Reservoir via the Broomfield Diversion Ditch (BDD).

Currently, the C-series holding ponds are used primarily to.capture and control surface water runoff
from the plant site. Between 1952 and 1973, filter backwash water from the water treatmentfacility,
which treats water from Clear Creek. prior to its use at the plant, was discharged to Pond :C-1,

detained for a period of time, then released to Woman Creek. Woman Creek empties into Standley .

Lake. In addition, cooling tower blowdown water was discharged to Pond C-1 until the latter part
of 1974. In the early 1970s, plant practices were changed, and Pond C-1 was used principally to
manage surface water runoff in the Woman Creek drainage (USDOE, 1991¢).

Pond C-2 was constructed in 1980 to detain runoff water from the South Interceptor Ditch. Water
in Pond C-2 is monitored monthly and discharged periodically. Discharged water is pumped through
the BDD around Great Western Reservoir into Big Dry Creek (USDOE, 1991¢).

Great Western Reservoir History

Great Western Reservoir is located approximately 1.5 miles east of the Rocky Flats Plant's eastern
boundary. Great Western was constructed in 1904 by the Great Western Reservoir and Canal
Company. The reservoir receives surface water runoff from Clear Creek through Church Ditch, Coal
‘Creek through McKay Ditch, Upper Church Ditch, and Walnut Creek. Originally, the reservoir was
42 feet deep and had a storage capacity of 1420 acre-feet. In 1955, the Turnpike Land Company
bought the reservoir and established the Broomfield Heights Mutual Service Association to own and
operate water and sewer utilities for the Broomfield Heights development. In 1958, the reservoir was
enlarged to its present storage capacity of 3250 acre-feet (1.06 billion gallons) and is 62 feet deep
(Schnoor, 1991). In 1962, the City of Broomfield bought the water and sewer services from the
Turnpike Land Company. -
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Great Western Reservoir water was used for irrigation until 1955. Since 1955, the sole water use has
been as the City of Broomfield's municipal water supply. Public access to the Great Western
Reservoir and the surrounding area has been limited since at least 1971. Recreation activities such
as fishing and boating have not been permitted. Presently, the area is fenced and posted to exclude
the public.

Until 1955, Great Western Reservoir water was used for irrigation only, and no treatment was
required prior to use. After the Turnpike Land Company purchased the reservoir, the Company built
a water treatment plant. This early "filter plant" had a single treatment unit called a perifilter. The
raw water was coagulated with alum, then gravity filtered and disinfected with chlorine. From 1968
to 1972, the water treatment plant was expanded. This expansion included the addition of treatment :

.steps for clarification, additional filtration, and fluoridation. In 1978, the treatment plant was again. .. " ..
expanded. This expansionincreased the filtering capacity, changed the perifilter unit to a flocculator, .-

added tubes in the clarifier, added another clearwell, and upgraded fluoride feeders (Schnoor, 1991).
The radionuclides contained in plant discharges accumulated in the sediments of the holding ponds,
Walnut Creek, and Great Western Reservoir. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency concluded
in 1975 that historical releases of contaminants from Rocky Flats to Great Western Reservoir resulted
primarily from the following activities (USDOE, 1991c):

. Early operational practices at the plant in the 1950s and 1960s.

. Holding Pond Reconstruction between 1970-1973, which resus'pended pond
sediments and released bound radionuclides to Great Western Reservoir.

. A 1973 tritium release from the Rocky Flats Plant.

. Airborne transfer of radionuclides, primarily plutonium.
Standley Lake History

Standley Lake is a large reservoir located approximately two miles southeast of the Rocky Flats
Plant's eastern boundary. It is owned by the Farmers Reservoir and Irrigation Company (FRICO).
FRICO had the Standley Lake reservoir constructed on Big Dry Creek from 1907 to 1912. The
original capacity of the dam was 49,060 acre-feet, however structural problems developed with the
dam and limited the reservoirs usable capacity to 17,541 acre-feet. In 1963, the City of Westminster
and FRICO entered into an agreement concerning the rehabilitation of the reservoir. Westminster
agreed to rehabilitate the reservoir to a total capacity 042,000 acre-feet. In so doing, the City would
receive the use of the reservoir capacity exceeding 30,000 acre-feet. The rchabilitation was
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completed in 1966. Once again, structural problems developed with the dam and limited the
reservoir's usable capacity. The full capacity of the reservoir did not become usable until 1981
(Tipton and Kalmbach, Inc., 1989).

From 1914 to 1966, water from Standley Lake was only used for irrigation. The water was first used
for drinking in 1966, when the City of Westminster completed rehabilitation of the dam. Presently,
the City of Westminster owns 37.3 percent of the shares in the Standley Lake Division, and the cities
of Thornton and Northglenri own 13.3 and 17.7 percent of the shares, respectively. The remaining
shares (31.7 percent) are still owned by. FRICO and the corresponding water is transported through ..
.. imgation ditches to agricultural areas northeast of the lake, prlmarlly between Broomfield and Fort

- Lupton (Tipton and Kalmbach Inc., 1989). T o
Standley Lake water used for domestlc purposes receives conventlonal treatment mvolvmg :
coagulation, sedimentation, filtration, and disinfection (ChemRisk, 1991). Water used for irrigation .;
has never been treated. : ' '

Mower Reservoir History

Mower Reservoir is a small privately-owned impoundment located just southeast of the Rocky Flats
Plant (USDOE, 1991c¢). The reservoir is fed by Woman Creek via Mower Ditch, an irrigation ditch
that originates within the Rocky Flats boundary (USDOE, 1991c). The associated water rights
decree states that water from the reservoir was first diverted for irrigation in 1872. The reservoir
covers an area of approximately 9 acres and is roughly 50 feet deep at its deepest point and fluctuates
in capacity depending upon water supply and demand (USDOE, 1991c). Outflow flows southeast
from the reservoir, eventually discharging to Standley Lake (USDOE, 1991c). Mower Reservoir is
used for agricultural purposes, stock watering, domestic lawn watering, and irrigation of
approximately 80 acres (State of Colorado, 1973). The water in Mower Reservoir is not treated and
has never been treated prior to use.

5.3 On-Site Waste Disposal Practices

While most hazardous and radioactive wastes from Rocky Flats operations have been shipped off the
site for disposal, there are about 178 inactive waste sites within the plant boundaries. Some of the
involved areas have been the sites of storage, burial, incineration, detoxification, and land application
of various forms of Rocky Flats waste. Some of the sites have been cleaned up, while others have
not been disturbed since their period of activity ended.

[t should be noted that the sites depicted in Figure 5-4 and Table 5-2 are those associated with
incidents of purposeful disposal of waste. There are numerous documents describing cases of
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accidental spills, for example Own and Steward, 1974. For the purposes of this project, accidental
spills have been evaluated-as part of the accidents and incidents investigation described in Section 6.

Table 5-2 describes approximately 50 locations of on-site waste disposal at the Rocky Flats Plant.
The locations of these areas are depicted in Figure 5-4. Some of the areas became operational in the
early days of plant operation. Most disposal practices have ended, but several of the noted areas
remain active as part of modern-day operations of the facility.

* The following information is provided for each waste disposal area listed in Table 5-2:-

- "A.Description . - The popular name or names of the.waste disposal area are .
R ‘ identified. - '
Map Area The spotting codes corresponding to the location of

the area on Figure 5-4 are listed to facilitate location
by the reader. The letter and number codes (for
example B-2) identify the applicable area of the map -
based on axis labels similar to those used on road
maps. '

Nature of Disposal Activity The nature of the disposal activity that took place in the area”
is described to the extent possible based on available
documentation. T he identity and quantities of the disposed
;o * materials are identified, as well as the estimated time period’
' of area use and the methods of disposal. Some values
indicating the extent of contamination are included when
available. Any retrieval, clean-up, containment, or other

remediation measures applied to each area are described.
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INSERT FIGURE 5-4; ON-SITE WASTE DISPOSAL SITES
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TABLE 5-2: ROCKY FLATS FACILITY WASTE DISPOSAL AREAS

I DESCRIPTION

. MAP )
AREA

NATURE OF DISPOSAL ACTIVITY

Spray Fields North
of
the Plant

H,I-3,4

| These spray fields were used shortly after the present landfill became

operational in 1986, to spray water from two ponds over ground surfaces to
enhance evaporation. The East Landfill Pond, also known as the existing
landfill pond, and the West Landfill Pond were used to intercept groundwater
that may have been contaminated by landfill leachate. The South Area Spray
field was used first, until runoff was found to be draining into North Walnut
Creek. Use of that field was discontinued, and use of the North Area Spray
Field was also found to flow into North Walnut Creek. Spraying was then
moved to the Pond Area Spray Field, and drainage flowed back into the
existing landfill pond. In September of 1973, tritium and strontium were
detected in landfill pond water. Several metals and radionuclides have been
detected in a downgradient bedrock groundwater monitoring well installed in
1989, but may represent natural background conditions (USDOE, 1991b).

In May of 1981, the West Pond was covered over as part of an expansion
project for the existing landfill (USDOE, 1991b).

Trenches A, B, C

| from 1964 until 1974. Materials placed in Trenches C have not been

in 1978 (USDOE, 1991b).

Trench A appeared to be active from 1964 to about 1974. Trench B was

active in 1959, with date of closure unknown. Trenches A and B received
uranium- and/or plutonium-contaminated sludge from the sewage treatment
plant. Trench C is actually two separate trenches, that apparently were active _

identified, but sewage sludge is most probable. Several metals and
radionuclides and TCE have been detected in a groundwater monitoring well
in Trench A. Metals and radionuclides may represent background (USDOE,
1991b).

The trenches are no longer active. A road was built across Trenches A and C

Contaminated
Concrete Slab Burial
! Area

I-5

A concrete slab with direct count (non-removable) americium contamination
was buried here (Owen and Steward, 1974).

The concrete slab was later excavated, and the contaminated portion of the
slab was cut off for off-site disposal (Owen and Steward, 1974).
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DESCRIPTION

Nickel Carbonyl
Bottle Disposal Area

MAP
AREA

J-6 -

NATURE OF DISPOSAL ACTIVITY

Between March and August of 1972, approximately 185 pounds of nickel

| carbonyl ("X-gas", Ni(CO),) contained in seven 25-pound cylinders, two 5-

pound cylinders, and one lecture bottle were disposed of. A "dry well" hole
about fifteen feet deep and three feet in diameter was drilled in a remote area
of the plant site, and the cylinders were opened by individuals wearing
supplied air packs and suspended in the hole until they were drained. In some
cases, the chemical ignited immediately after release to the well. In other
cases, the well remained silent for long periods before a muffled ignition
occurred. Samples at the lip of the hole indicated concentrations around 10
parts per million during the disposal (Hobbs, 1972).

The map location is the approximate location where empty nickel carbonyl -
bottles were buried after the chemical was destroyed by burning during the
1957 fire in Building 771 or when ready for discard. Explosive charges were -
used to destructively vent the cylinders and ignite any residual gas (Owen and

| .Steward, 1974). L ’

There are reports that an additional 12 cylinders were vented vand' buried one-
half mile north and west of the current sanitary landfill (Smith, 1975).

East Area Spray
Field

L,M-5

The East Spray Field became operational in 1989 to provide additional ar}eal
for spray evaporation of water from Pond B-3, which is sewage treatment
plant effluent and local surface runoff (USDOE, 1991b).

Use of this area was discontinued shortly after it became operational in late
1989 due to problems with excessive runoff (USDOE, 1991b).

Radioactive Soil
Dump Area

K,L-5,6

The Soil Dump Area received 50 to 75 dump truck loads of soil containing
low levels of plutonium. The soil was excavated during construction of
Parking Area No. 334 in the middle of the western half of the plant
production area, and had been put there after excavation near Building 774,
the waste treatment plant (USDOE, 1991b).

Trench T-1

i}

Approximately 25,000 kg of depleted uranium chips in 125 drums were
deposited in the trench during 1952-1962. The drums were covered with
about 2 feet of fill dirt (Owen and Steward, 1974). ‘

Depleted uranium was put in the trench primarily due to the hazards of
transporting the metal. All drums buried were from Building 444 (Putzier,
1970).
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DESCRIPTION

Trenches T-2
through T-8

MAP
AREA
J-8
K,L,M-7

. NATURE OF DISPOSAL ACTIVITY

Approximately 100,000 kg of sanitary sewage sludge and about 275 flattened: :
empty drums contaminated with uranium were disposed of in these trenches.
Activities ranged from 800 to 8,000 dpm/g. T-4 also contains some uranium- -

| plutonium contaminated asphalt planking from the 207 solar ponds.

Estimated total alpha activity is between 100 and 150 mCi (Owen and

| Steward, 1974).

The first sludge buried on the plant site dates back to July, 1954. Trenches T-
2 through T-8 were used for sludge burial up to August 14, 1968, when the
sanitary landfill became operational. Concentrations of radioactivity in the
dried sludge have not varied much over the years; the maximum reported was
7,900,000 dpmvkg in June 1960, and the minimum was 840,000 dpm/kg in
August, 1964. Earlier activity was primarily uranium, with probable

-increasing plutonium fraction leading up to primadrily plutonium coinposition/

| in later years'(Putzier, 1970).

Some contaminated asphalt planking discarded from Pond 2A fepax:r work
was buried in Trench T-4. Contamination was principally uranium, with
minor Pu contamination possible. No quantitative data are available (Putzier,
1970).

Trenches T-9, T-10,
and T-11

L,M,N-7

Trenches T-4 through T-11 are all located Jjust east of the East Access Gate
outside the security fence. The trenches, approximately 50 by 300 feet in size,
were used from 1954 to 1968 for the disposal of flattened drums contaminated

| with uranium and plutonium. Activity ranges were from 800 to 8,000 dpm

per gram. Trenches T-4 and T-11 also contain some uranium and plutonium-
contaminated asphalt planking from the solar evaporation ponds and
quantities of sanitary sewage sludge (USDOE, 1986).

AN
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Mound Area

A total of 1,045 drums of oil and solid waste were buried. Most
contamination was depleted uranium, with some enriched uranium and
possibly low-level plutonium (Owen and Steward, 1974).

| From B-991; 79 drums of concentrated dry Wasté
* | From B-771; 46 drums of oils with carbon tetrachloride

The first mound burial was in April, 1954. Drums were buried here steadily
up to March, 1957, at which time uranium contaminated oil from 90 drums
was burned. In April, 1957, another 79.were burned. The final burial was in
September, 1958, involving 89 plutonium contaminated oil drums from
Building 776. The distribution of waste drum sources was as follows:

From B-444; 1298 drums of oils, stillbottoms, sand, perclene

From B-776; 89 drums of oils with carbon tetrachloride

From B-881; 85 drums of oils : }

From B-441; 9 drums of dry waste, paper, glas$

Assuming similar concentrations of plutonium as from 903 area drums, the
mound contained about 285 grams of plutonium. After September, 1958, oil
and coolant drums were moved to the mound area but were not buried. In
July of 1959, they were moved across the road to begin accumulation in the
Building 903 drum storage area (Putzier, 1970).

Complete Retrieval and off-site disposal were achieved in May, 1970. No
plutonium was detected. Soil samples ranging from 0.8 to 112.5 dpm/g were
attributed to 903 Area infiltration (Owen and Steward, 1974).

Pallet Burn Site

J-7

| in 1965. The materials that may have been spilled on the pallets is unknown

| Building 881 in 1965. In May of 1965, a pallet containing 3 sheets (60 kg) of

An area southwest of oil burn pit number 2 was used to destroy wooden pallets

(USDOE, 1986). A 1974 summation of incidents affecting soils near Rocky
Flats indicated on two maps the presence of a "pallet destruction area” south
of Building 991. Other than indicating the site was active in 1968, no-
discussion was provided (Owen and Steward, 1974).

There are also indications of pallet disposal activities in a burning pit south of
depleted uranium was inadvertently burned in that pit. After discovery of the

event, two barrels of contaminated soil were removed for shipment to Arco,
Idaho for disposal {Young, 1965).
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DESCRIPTION

Oil Burn Pit #2

MAP
AREA

‘ NATURE OF DISPOSAL ACTIVITY

A total of 1,082 drums of oil containing uranium were burned during 1957

and 1961-1965. The resulting approximately 10,000 cubic feet of residues
and some flattened drums were covered with backfill (Owen and Steward,
1974).

A burning pit was cut near the mound, and burning of the contents of 169
drums took place in March and April of 1957. Oil burning area #2 is actually
two parallel trenches essentially side by side near the mound. No further
burning occurred until June 1961, after which time oils were burned
frequently. May 1965 was the last month any burning took place. The total
number of drums burned on-site was 1093, but it is not clear how many were
30-gallon or 55-gallon drums. About 250-300 emptied drums were flattened
and probably buried in trenches 3, 4, 5; 6, 7, and 8 or mounded over in the
burning pit areas. (Putzier, 1970).

The pit was cleaned up and removed in the 1970s (USDOE, 1986).

Reactive Metal

Destruction Site -

(the 952 area)

Approximately 400 to.500 pounds of metallic lithium were destroyed over
1956 to 1970. Residues, primarily non-toxic lithium carbonate, were buried.
Smaller quantities of other reactive metals (sodium, calcium, and magnesium)
and some solvents were also destroyed in this location (Owen and Steward,
1974).

Gas Detoxification |

Area

Building 952, utilized for Toxic Gas Storage, was located in this general area.
The gas detoxification area referred to (USDOE, 1987 and Helmstadt, 1988)
was most likely associated with the nickel carbonyl cylinders that were stored
in Building 952 and later destroyed as described under Nickel Carbonyl Bottle
Disposal Area in this table (Hobbs, 1972).

903 Drum Storage
Area

J-7,8

From 1958 through 1967, approximately 5,240 drums of oil containing

radioactivity were stored at this location. Of these drums, 3,570 contained
plutonium. Corroded drums lead to deposition of plutonium over an area of
98,000 square feet, which was covered with asphalt and fill material in
November, 1969 (Owen and Steward, 1974).

Over 1959 to 1966, the distribution of drum sources was as follows: B-776
(69%), B-881 (17%), B-444 (8.6%), B-883 (3.5%), B-771 (2.5%). Drums

| were moved to the area after 1966. Some of the uranium contaminated oils at

the 903 area were burned. The contents of 191 drums were processed for Pu
recovery at the 903 filter plant. With the transfer of contents into new drums,
the equivalent of 4826 55-gallon drums were transported to Building 774 for

| solidification. Of these, 3572 contained Pu contaminated coolant (Putzier,
1970). -
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DESCRIPTION

. NATURE OF DISPOSAL ACTIVITY

800 Area 1,J-8,9 From 1951 until 1972, portions of the "Hillside Area" near Building 881 were .
Radioactive Site used as oil sludge pits, chemical burial sites, liquid disposal sites, solvent ‘
drum storage sites, and fire damage refuse disposal sites. As a result, soil and
Liquid Dumping I-8 groundwater have been contaminated with volatile organic compounds
Area including carbon tetrachloride, TCE, and PCE. Alluvial groundwater
contains 1,1,1-TCA, and chloroform. Uranium was the only radionuclide
Chemical Burial I-8 occurring above estimated background concentrations (USDOE, 1990). One
Area | of the Solid Waste Management Units (SWMUs) in the 881 Hillside area,
SWMU 130, is sometimes called the 800 Area Radioactive Site #1
(Helmstadt, 1988).
Contaminated Soil 1-8- Plutonium contaminated soil from the periphery of Building 774 waste storage
Burial tanks was buried here. The soil averaged 250 dpm per gram. The 240 drums
..of soil were buried under 3 feet of fill dirt (Steward, 1973).
Asphalt and Soil -8 - Approximately 320 tons of plutonium-infiltrated asphalt and soil from the
. Burial o 1969 Building 776 fire were buried in 1969 under 1 to 2 feet of fill dirt. Less
; than 1 mCi of plutonium is estimated to be dispersed in about 250 cubic yards
of material, with an estimated alpha activity of about 7 dpm/g. About 60
cubic yards of plutonium contaminated soil from the Building 774 waste
storage tank area was placed on top of the asphalt disposal area in 1972, and
covered with 3 feet of fill dirt. Estimated activity of the soil was less than 250
dpm/g total long-lived alpha (Owen and Steward, 1974).
Total contained plutonium is estimated at 0.97 mCi or about 14 milligrams
(Putzier, 1970).
Oil Sludge Pit I-9 Approximately 30 to 50 drums of oil sludge from a storage tank cleanout were
emptied into a pit, which was then backfilled. No radioactivity was involved
(Owen and Steward, 1974).
Concrete Slab H-8 An area of several hundred square feet northwest of Building 881 was
Disposal Area involved in storage of a contaminated concrete slab in 1958. The slab had
| been removed from the east side of Building 776 (Owen and Steward, 1974).
The slab was later broken up, removed, and the area cleaned (Owen and
Steward, 1974). '
Original Landfill F,G-9 The original plant landfill was used from 1952 to 1968 to dispose of general

plant wastes. An estimated 20 kg of depleted uranium ash is buried along
with normal plant waste, including small quantities of various chemicals. The
20 kg of depleted uranium resulted when 60 kg was inadvertently burned and
only 40 kg were recovered. (Owen and Steward, 1974). The landfill may
have received nonradioactive hazardous chemical wastes generated at the
plant, including solvents. A reported old graphite dump located south of
Building 440 that might have received beryllium and uranium was actually

the original plant landfill (USDOE, 1986).
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DESCRIPTION

Former Incinerator

MAP
AREA

D-9

NATURE OF DISPOSAL ACTIVITY

From 1952 to August, 1968, all combustible noncontaminated waste from the
Rocky Flats Plant was incinerated in Facility 219 along the west access road.
All noncombustible noncontaminated trash and ashes from the incinerator
were dumped adjacent to the incinerator and covered with dirt (Seastone,
1973) Small quantities of depleted uranium contaminated combustibles were
burned along with the general combustible plant refuse over the years 1952 to
1968. It is estimated that less than 100 grams of depleted uranium would be
involved (Piltingsrud, 1973). The incinerator burned office-type wastes and
some depleted uranium chips. Ashes were put into pits located adjacent to the
incinerator or were pushed over the side of the hill into the Woman Creek
drainage. Incineration was discontinued and the incinerator demolished in
the early 19605 (USDOE 1986).

Incinerator Ash Pits
-I-1 through 1-4

DE9 .

An estnmated 100 grams of depleted uranium was burned with general
combustlble waste in the nearby incinerator from 1952 through 1968. Ashes
from thc; mcmera_tor were buried in these trenches (Owen and Steward, 1974)

Some unknown quantity of depleted uranium contaminated incinerator ashes
were dumped in an area south of West Road and within a few hundred feet
southeast and southwest of the incinerator (Putzier, 1970).

Ashes from operation of the incinerator were put into pits located adjacent to
the incinerator or were pushed over the side of the hill into the Woman Creek
drainage. Incineration was discontinued and the incinerator demolished in
the early 1960s. The ash pits were covered with fill (USDOE, 1986).

Concrete Wash Pad |

D-9

There have been reports that material from Buildings 444 and 881 was placed
between the original sanitary landfill and the incinerator ash pits. More -
recently, cement trucks were washed in that area (Smith, 1975).

It appears that the area was used to dispose of waste concrete from plant
construction activities. It is also likely that concrete trucks were washed down
in this area after delivering concrete (USDOE, 1991e).

West Spray Field

AB,C,D-.

7,8,9

From 1982 to 1985, the West Spray Field was spray irrigated with water from
solar evaporation ponds that contained elevated levels of nitrates and other
wastes. The practice may have contaminated the ground water and the water
in the soil lying just above the ground water (USDOE, 1991d).

Lithium Metal
Destruction Areas

Approximately 400 to 500 pounds of metallic lithium were destroyed over ‘
1956 to 1970. Residues, primarily non-toxic lithium carbonate, were buried.
